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THE COLONIAL COLLEGE, 


HOLLESLEY BAY, SUFFOLK, 
SEASIDE, SPLENDID CLIMATE. 2,000 ACRES. 


PRACTICAL TRAINING FOR LIFE IN THE 
COLONIES OR ELSEWHERE. 








Full information from the Director at the above address, or from Mr. 
Goprrey Jounson, 8, Victoria-street, Westminster. 


COMMERCIAL UNION 


ASSURANCE CoO., LIMITED, 
NOW ISSUES FIDELITY GUARANTEE BONDS 
Which are universally accepted. 
MODERATE RATES TOGETHER WITH PROMPTITUDE. 
TOTAL ASSETS EXCEED ; £5,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE: 24/28, CORNHILL, E.C. 
FIRE, LIFE, MARINE, AND ACCIDENT. 


THE OLDEST & WEALTHIEST EXISTING ‘MORTGAGE. INSURANCE OFFICE. 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 


Cul cry, LI 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS, ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
Bonps, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 














HEAD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE : 56, Moorgate-street, E.t B.C. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
XxX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To sec that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, rE. c. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 








ESTABLISHED 1836. 








FUNDS a ee £ 3,000,000 
INCOME - - - - - £390,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - ,- - £1,000,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE -_ - £11,700,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovur Prorrrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
| Age | Premium 
20 | 817 8% 


Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
30 | £116 %,| 40 | £2 10%, 








£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 








Valuation at 24 p.c.:—Hm. Table of Mortality. 
nt Duration 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. ‘40 yrs. 
| Amount of Policy | £1,199 | £1,438 | £1,724 | £2,067 


Next Bonus as at 31st December, 1901. 


OFFICES: 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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CURRENT TOPICS, 


WE UNDERSTAND that at three o’clock on Badipenran. all the 
writs of summons the issue of which had been a until 
the meeting of the Privy Council, were issued in the name of the 
new Sovereign, EpwarD THE SEVENTH. 





Snortty after noon on Thursday last Kexewicn, J., the 
senior judge of the Chancery Division, left his court for a few 
minutes to confer with his brother judges, and upon his return 
said: ‘‘It appears to be necessary for his Majesty’s judges to 
take the oath of office w upon the accession of etal ar 
-_ judges of the King’s Bench Division this morning, 

a long meeting, to take that oath in the Lord Chief Justice's 
Court. It appeared to the judges of the Chancery Division that 
we ought to ake the oath in the presence of the Lord Chancellor 
as President of that Division. I ly communicated with 
ap ye cmap | by as 2 ied “t he would receive us 

e purpose at the House therefore to 

i ttle before 1.30, when I will adjourn the a Be 
= The attendance at the House of will be in full 
robes,’ 





Ir witt be seen from the letter from the secretary of the 
Incorporated Law Society, which we print elsewhere, that the 
Council have succeeded in obtaining an important modification 
of the recent ukase as to the substitution of paper for parchment 
in probate engrossments. “ In view of the ial wear and 


tear to which some probates are ” the ident of the 
Probate Division re informed the that ent may 
still be used for probate ts in cases where, ‘‘ on any 


engrossmen 

reason@ble grounds connected with the nature of the property, 
or the duration of the trusts, or for any other special reason,” ~ 
is intimated by the solicitor extracting the grant that a 

ment engrossment is desired, and in such cases a t 
poarmape poetry ie amd pes A i pct 
8 on t) ent engrossments 
will be at liberty to use the same as required until the stock is 
exhausted. This is a ution of the difficulties 





arising from the wholly uncalled-for change in the practice. 
13 
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Tue following are the names and dates of call to the bar of 
the gentleman who were recently approved as Queen’s Counsel : 
Mr. Tuomas Ersxrve Hottanp, 1863 (Professor of Interna- 
tional Law in the University of Oxford); Mr. Txomas 
Henry Carson, 1869, Chancery Bar; Mr. Lewis Epmunp 
Gury, 1871, South-Eastern Circuit; Mr. Tuomas Epwarp 
Crisrz, 1874, South-Eastern Circuit; Mr. Horacze Epmunp 
Avory, 1875, South-Eastern Circuit; Mr. Lewis Torna Dispin, 
D.C.L., Chancery Bar and Ecclesiastical Courts; Mr. Herpert 
Francis Manisty, 1877, North-Eastern Circuit; Mr. Joun 
Cuartzs Lewis Cowarp, 1877, South-Eastern Circuit; Mr. 
Srvart CunnrvcHam Macasxiz, 1878, North-Eastern Circuit ; 
Mr. Joux Expon Bankes, 1878, North Wales and Chester 
Circuit; Mr. Tuomas Epwarp Scrurron, 1882, South-Eastern 
Circuit ; Mr. Cortrxcwoop Horg, 1882, Northern Circuit ; Mr. 
Attan Grason Sreet, 1883, Northern Circuit (Live 1); Mr. 
Joun Anprew Hamitron, 1883, Northern Circuit ; . THomas 
Garpner Horrmez, 1884, Northern Circuit, and Mr. Samvg. 
Tromas Evans, M.P., 1891, South Wales Circuit. 





Tue nvmenovs references which have of late been made to 
section 51 of the Representation of the People Act, 1867, pro- 
viding that “the Parliament in being at any future demise of 
the Crown shall not be determined or dissolved by such demise, 
but shall continue so long as it would have continued but for such 
demise,” have altogether overlooked another important section 
the same Act (section 2), which provides that ‘‘ this Act shall 
apply to Scotland or Ireland.” What can be the meaning 
this restriction, which contains no exception of the 
bove- mentioned provision? It would appear that, since 
Parliament is not either Scottish or Irish, but Imperial, the 
enactment relative to its non-dissolution on the demise of 
the Crown ought not to be subject to the limiting section 
last quoted. But, on a strict construction, the effect of this 
section is that, as regards Scotland and Ireland, matters are to 
remain as if the Act had not been passed—in which case, under 
6 Anne c.7, the seats of the Scotch and Irish Members of 
Parliament will be vacated six months after the demise of the 
Crown. The question is a somewhat awkward one, and it 
seems possible that legislation will be necessary to solve it. Its 
occurrence affords another illustration © one arising from 

ice of in ting clauses in a Bill during its progress 
Sok Podion oT cohen due consideration of the effect on 
them of the provisions already contained in the Bill. 
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Tue wxex, which has been a sad one for everybody, has been 
especially painful to solicitors. It has seen a man who, at one 
time, might have been described as one of the foremost in the front 
rank of their profession, convicted before a scrupulously just 
judge of wilful and dishonest misappropriation of trust funds, 
and sentenced to twelve ’ penal servitude. We comment 
on the case elsewhere, esl seat cole add here that the prisoner 

said, after sentence was passed, that if he was guilty, 
sentence was a light one [not a “right one,” as the Times 
}. So it was, having regard to his unscrupulous 

use of what the judge termed his “stock in trade” of “‘age, 
respectability, and great reputation” to perpetrate hi 
e loss or ruin which he has brought, 

or contributed to bring, on clients and cestuis que trust, and 
to the incredible under which he asttem to 


— 








addressed by a prosecuting counsel to a prisoner who has given 
evidence on his own behalf, such as ‘‘ You are not presiding 
over the Discipline Committee now.” It is right to add, 
however, that the prisoner’s manner was, no doubt, irritating ; 
and the concluding speech of the Solicitor-General was excel- 
lent in point of tone and manner. There was one thing, 
however, in his opening speech which strikes us as inex- 
plicable, and which (although the Solicitor-General no doubt 
was unaware of it) was calculated to cause serious difficulty 
in many quarters. He went out of his way in his opening 
speech to cast doubt on the fact of Gzorcz Epwarp 
Laxe’s death, but when a witness was brought forward by the 
defence to prove the death, he was not even cross-examined. Now, 
Grorce Epwarp Lake was, no doubt, a trustee in numerous 
trusts, in which new trustees have been appointed in his place. 
These trustees may either have sold or be about to sell portions 
of the trust property; how are they to complete the purchases 
when a law officer declares he does not believe in the death? 
What is to be done by persons who have completed purchases 
on the strength of the death? Fortunately, however, we have 
reason to believe that evidence exists, apart from that given at 
the trial, which seems to leave no doubt as to the fact of 
Gzorce Epywarp Laxe’s death at Berlin on the date alleged. 





A coop DEAL of discussion has arisen with respect to the 
position of Queen’s Counsel appointed in the reign of her late 
Majesty, and it has been suggested that the death of the Queen 
operated to determine their appointments and relegate them to 
their positions without the bar. Such a contingency is, how- 
ever, provided against by the Succession Act (6 Anne, c. 41) 
(Revised Statutes) which, by section 8, enacts that no office, place, 
or employment, civil or military, in Great Britain or Ireland shall 
become void by reason of the death of the sovereign, but that 
the occupants shall continue in their respective offices, &c., for 
six months after the death, unless sooner discharged by the 
successor to theCrown. There can be little doubt that a Queen’s 
Counsel is the holder of an office within this provision. They 
were formerly entitled to a salary, and are still precluded 
from acting as counsel againstthe Crown without a special licence. 
The fee for the licence has disap like the salary, and the 
duties imposed on a Queen’s Counsel are merely theoretical. 
But none the less they are entitled to regard themselves as office- 
holders within the statute, and are therefore allowed six months 
within which to procure fresh patents. The fees on these would 
be a serious matter, but luckily for the persons affected, this 
impost was abolished by 11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will 4, c. 43, ss. 1, 2, 
which expressly provide that persons holding at the death of 
the sovereign any office “granted during the pleasure of 
the Crown by any letters patent,” &c., who shall be reappointed, 
shall be exempted from payment of fees or stamp duty in 
respect of the reappointment. They must, however, pay for the 
actual work done in preparing the new patents such 
proper and adequate renumeration as may be determined by 
the Treasury. If there were now any holders of patents of 
sea they would apparently be in a different position. 

hey hold no office, and in accordance with the practice recorded 
in the memoranda ed to 1 Jacob & Walker to have been 
observed on the death of George III., and in 1 Crompton & Jervis 
(. 120) on the death of George IV., they would have to with- 

raw from inside the bar and await fresh patents. But since 
Phillimore, J.’s, _ of precedence, we are not aware that 
any counsel has followed this mode of promotion. 





Taz pecision uf Kewnepy and Darune, JJ., in the West 
Islington Election Petition will not surprise those who have 
followed the Cc nang. The pointe as to the breaking of the 
seal of a ballot-box, as to the disclosure by a presiding officer 
of the number of a counterfoil having been abandoned, two ques- 
tions only remained— whether the a of ballot-papers to 
voters after 8 p.m. was a violation of the Election (Hours of Pull) 
Act, 1685; whether, if that were established, it was sufficient 


to avoid the election. The Act referred to enacts that ‘' the poll 
Gif any) shall commence at eight o’clock in the forenoon and 
kept open till eight o'clock in the afternoon of the same 
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day and no longer.” 
that, 


It was proved in the present case 
although the doors of the room containing the | such persons because of their slowness or ignorance. Again, if 


by law to vote, and it would be extremely unfair to disfranchise 


polling stations were closed punctually at 8 p.m., papers were | the officer were in the act of handing a voter his paper when the 


given to the voters in the room, and their votes were received 
after that hour. 
this was an infringement of the Act: ‘‘ The true dividing line is 
the delivery of the ballot paper to the voter, and if he has it 
before eight o’clock, he is entitled to deposit it in the ballot box.” 
The point is a new one, and the decision upon it will commend 
itself to lawyers and laymen generally. If admission to the 
room were the criterion, the question whether a voter was 
in time or too late might depend upon the capacity of 
the particular room; and the taking of the ballot paper 
is the first step to be taken by the voter in the process 
of polling or giving his vote. The irregularity being 
established, the court had to decide whether it could have 
affected the result of the election ; for there is distinct authority 
in Woodward v. Sarsons (Li. R. 10 CO. P. 738), the Warrington 
case (1 O'M. & H. 44), and elsewhere, that if an election has 
been conducted in accordance with the principles of the law 
relating thereto, a non-compliance with the letter of the statutes 
will not vitiate the election if it appears that the result of the 
election could not have been affected thereby. In the present 
case the number of votes given after 8 p.m. were shewn by the 
respondent (on whom the onus lay) to be so few that, if they 
were all assumed to have been given for him, and were dis- 
allowed, he would still have had a majority. The result of the 
election was therefore not affected, and the irregular voting 
alter 8 p.m. was not sufficient to avoid the election. 





A CORRESPONDENT, writing on the same subject, says: The 
case has resulted in the decision of a point which has been for 
years a trouble to presiding officers. The question was as to the 
exact time at which the officer should refuse to issue voting 

apers, and the exact time at which he should actually close the 
Ballot-box. There has never been any dispute about the 
shutting of the door. It must be shut precisely at the hour, 
and no more voters must be admitted. There have been, how- 
ever, three different views prevalent as to the subsequent 
procedure. The first was that every qualified voter in the room 
at the hour is entitled to have a paper issued to him, and to 
mark it and put it in the box. The second view was that the 
box must be closed at the stroke of the hour, and that not even 
a voter to whom a paper has been issued before the hour may 
deposit his paper in the box after the hour. The third opision 
was that no papers may be issued after the hour, but that a paper 
issued before the hour may be deposited in the box after the 
hour. It is this last solution of the question that has been 
adopted by the High Court. The statute throws very little 
light on the subject, and in attempting to find out the meanin 
of the Legislature the judges have apparently been influeno 
chiefly by what is fair and expedient. Now, as to the first view 
of the matter, a moment’s thought will shew that such a rule 
would be likely to lead to scenes of uproar, violence, and 
disorder. Men, finding that they were in danger of being late, 
would be tempted to force their way in at the last moment, if 
they knew that, once inside the doors, they were safe. Orowds 
of men might throng in during the last few moments, and 
voting might continue for an hour or two hours after the 
clock had struck eight. The other extreme view, however, 
that the box must be shut on the stroke of the hour, would be 
Very unfair in some cases and would also put the officer some- 
times in a difficult position. Nowadays most voters know 
exactly what they have to do with their voting papers when they 
receive them, and a man who gets his paper at one minute to 
tight will probably have it marked and deposited in the box 
before eight. There are, however, many (generally elderly men 
of the working class) who are uncertain, and they like, before 


plainant ha 
court decided that they have such a right. Grayrmam, J, 


clock struck, or just before it struck, should he let the voter 


The judges have distinctly laid it down that | have the paper, knowing there was not time for him to mark it 


and put it in the box, or should he refuse it? If he took 
the latter course, he might get into serious trouble; if 
he took the former, the question would arise what should 
be done with the paper. The paper would neither be an 
“unused” paper nor a “ spoilt” paper, nor would it fall 
under any of the heads under which, by the Ballot Act, the 
officer has after i to account for all the papers issued to 
him. In fact, the Ballot Act does not contemplate the possibility 
of there being such a paper. The rule now laid down by the 
judges will avoid all these difficulties. It is simple, and founded 
on common sense, and it will be a great relief to presiding officers 
at future elections to have the question settled once for all. 





Tue case of Tracey v. Pretiy (reported elsewhere) has had a 
curious history. Argued wlan before two judges of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, it was re-argued before the late Lord 
Chief Justice and four judges, when judgment was reserved. 
Owing to the death of Lord Russzxt or Krtiowen before judg- 
ment was delivered, it was now argued, for the third time, 
before another court of five judges. That differences should 
have arisen on the question at issue is not surprising; jud 
and counsel had to grope their way through a maze of re. oa 
tion dealing with what ought to be a very simple matter. The 
precise point was whether, on a summons by a factory 
inspector for penalties for neglect to comply with an order 
to provide sanitary conveniences for the employees in a manu- 
factory, it is competent for the justices to go into the question 
whether the accommodation is in fact required. The Public 
Health Act, 1875, s. 38, empowers a sanitary authority to 
require a factory owner to provide “a sufficient number” of 
closets for his employees, and a penalty is imposed for default. 
By the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878, a factory inspector is 
directed to notify any neglect or default relating to a closet 
to the sanitary authority, who are to take such action as they 
think proper. Section 22 ofthe Public Health, &c., Act, 1890, 
supersedes (in districts which have adopted it) section 38 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, and contains similar provisions, and 
section 7 of the same Act gives an appeal to quarter sessions from 
& conviction by justices under the Act. By the Factory and 
Workshop Acts, 1891 and 1895, a i who (under 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878) has notified a default to 
the sanitary authority may, if that body does not take 
ceedings to punish or remedy it within one month, “take the 
like proceedings for punishing or remedying the same as the 
sanitary authority might have taken.” It has been decided on 
section 38 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and similar sections, 
that the sanitary authority are the sole judges of the sufficiency 
or otherwise of sanitary accommodation provided by owners 
of property, and that the justices cannot go into this 


question: see Robinson v. Sunderland Corporation (1899, 
1 Q. B. 751), Sherborne Local Board v. Bogle (46 J. P, 
675). But in these cases the owner has an appeal on 


the merits from their decision, either to the Local Government 
Board, under section 268 of the Public Health Act, 1875, or to 
the quarter sessions, under such enactments as section 7 of the 
Act of 1890 above referred to. In Tracy v. Pretty the judges 
were unwilling to decide that the factory inspector was the sole 


him to take 


judge of the merits without appeal, and they felt considerable 
doubt as to whether the enactment empowering hi 


“the like proceedings” as a sanitary authority, gave to the 
ersous proceeded against the like right of from his 
ecision to quarter sessions as they would have if the com- 


been the sanitary authority. A majority of the 


marking their papers, to read the “ instructions to voters” which doubted this, but i with the majority that the justices 


are posted up in each voting compartment. To hurry one of 
these persons would probably end in hie spoiling his paper or 
Voting for the wrong candidate, Besides this, it is quite 
temmon for one of these persons to announce, after five minutes’ 


could not go into the merits. Pururors, J., dissented from 
this latter conclusion. 








study of the situation, that he is unable to read, and to ask for 


the help of the officer. Even illiterates, however, are entitled | various questions as to the stamp duties payable on the instre- 





In 4 cerrer which we print elsewhere a correspondent raises 
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ments required in the course of a sale to a railway company by 
an incapacitated owner under section 9 of the Lands Clauses 
Act, 1845, and the payment of the purchase-money, where this 
is under £200, to trustees under section 71. Before the price 
to be paid by the company can be ascertained, there must be 
the appointment of, and valuation by, surveyors under section 
9, and before payment of the money, there must bea nomination 
of trustees by writing under the hand of the vendor and the 
approval of the trustees by thecompany. Where the documents 
are not under seal, there seems to be little difficulty. We are 
not aware that there is any provision in the Stamp 
Act, 1891, which imposes a stamp upon the appointment 
of a valuer under hand, or upon the appointment of 
an original trustee of a fund which is settled otherwise 
than by the appointment. The heading in the schedule to the 
Act relating to the appointment of trustees relates only to the 
appointment of a new trustee. It seems that neither the appoint- 
ment of a valuer nor the nomination of a trustee requires any 
stamp so long as they are under hand only, and if on the former 
a@ sixpenny agreement stamp is placed, this is simply as a 
measure of precaution. If it is thought necessary in either case 
to have the document executed by the company under seal, a 
question arises whether it thereby becomes a deed so as to 
require a 10s. stamp. According to the passage quoted by our 
correspondent from Alpe (7th ed., p. 151) the appointment of a 
valuer under section 9, though under seal, is not a deed, upon 
the ground that delivery as well as sealing is necessary for a deed 
and that the appointment is complete without delivery : see Brown 
v. Vawser (4 East 584), Chanter v. Johnson (14 M. & W., at p. 411). 
It may be observed that the statements in Alpe are not accepted 
by the officials as n ily representing their practice, and 
though a similar statement is contained in Highmore (p. 123)— 
“The mere annexation of a seal will not make an instrument a 
deed which is not a deed of its own nature ’’—that author does 
not make any reference to such an instrument as the appoint- 
ment ofa valuer. According to Alpe (p. 71) the appointment 
of an original trustee, if under seal, requires a 10s. stamp, but 
it would be difficult to say why an appointment of a trustee 
requires delivery any more than the appointment of a valuer. 
We imagine that the suggested distinction, between instruments 
under seal which require delivery and are deeds and those which 
do not, is too thin for practical purposes, and that whenever an 
instrument is under seal it should, in the absence of other 
specific duty, for safety bear a 10s. stamp. As a rule, however, 
signature by the secretary of the company is sufficient. The 
valuation under section 9 seems to require to be stamped as an 
‘*appraisement or valuation,” and not as an “award”: see 


. Re Carus- Wilson & Greene (18 Q. B. D. 7). 








THE LAKE TRIAL. 


TE conviction of Mr. Bexsamin Greene Laxez of fraudulently 
eres trust funds and moneys entrusted to him as a 
solicitor been followed by his sentence to twelve years’ 
enal servitude, a sentence which, to a man of his years and of 
associations, is terrible in the extreme. The question 


‘naturally arises, is the conviction just? Was there a fraudulent 


intention in the unhappy man’s mind during all the years when 
he was preparing ruin for those who trusted him, or was there 
no more than carelessness—gross, indeed, but not necessarily 
criminal—and is he really suffering for the frauds of his partner, 
the late Gzoxoz Evwarp Laxz? Between these views the 
jury have decided in favour of the former, and their decision 
has had the express sanction of Mr. Justice W111s, who presided 
at thetrial. “‘I do not see myself,” he said, “ how the jury could 
have arrived st any other conclusion than that at which they have 
arrived.” The resultinsuch a case must with an ordinary jury, and 
gyi | should, depend very largely upon the judge’s summing 
up, with all his desire to give the prisoner every considera- 
tion, Mr. Justice Wits did not see his way to attributing any 
great weight to the explanations which had been offered in the 
course of the defence. As there was an overwhelming primd 
free came against Mr. Laxz, and the defence could succeed onl 
in the event of his very improbable story being believed, his 
conviction was the natural result. 





——$— 


The salient features in the case shew how strong the pre. 
sumption against him was. We may set aside the charge in 
connection with the Else Trust, on which he was acquitted. In 
this matter only G. E. Lake by eo to have been involved, 
The other charges on which Mr. Lake was tried related to the 
Colthurst Trust, Mr. F. CavenpisH’s money, and the Hopkins 
Trust. In the first case, a sum of over £8,000 Consols was, in 
October, 1897, standing to the credit of the trust, of which Mr, 
B. G. Lax was sole trustee. On the 28th of October this was 
sold out and £9,000 realized. No immediate investment for the 
money was ready, but the sale was justified, and in the opinion 
of Wits, J., reasonably justified, on the ground of the high 
price of Consols. Just about the same time, however, there was 
a heavy fall in Kent Coal shares, in which both Mr. B.G. Laxg 
and Mr. G. E. Laxe had dealt heavily, and the loss of the 
former was £28,000 and of the latter £98,000. On the 10th of 
November sums amounting to £16,000 had to be paid to the 
brokers, of which Mr. 5. G. Laxe had to find £3,000, 
On the same day Mr. B. G. Laxe drew a cheque for 
£9,000 on the Oolthurst account and paid it into the 
firm’s account. His explanation was that his partner asked 
for it to advance to a client. In point of fact it enabled 
the firm to draw cheques for £16,000 to meet the claims 
of the brokers. Apparently Mr. B. G. Laxe declined to 
allow the firm to make good his own share of the payment, and 
shortly afterwards he raised £3,500 and paid it back to the firm. 
Of this action on his part too little account seems to have been 
taken. A few months later an investment was found for £8,000, 
and that sum was restored to the Colthurst trust and seems 
to be safe, but the remaining £1,000 has not been accounted for. 

The circumstances of the Cavendish case were still more 
damaging. Here Mr. B. G. Laxz had had intrusted to hima 
sum of £15,000, which represented the entire fortune of Mr. F. 
CAVENDISH, a young man who had just attained twenty-one and 
who was on service as an officer in India. Some £2,000 of this 
was used in paying his debts, and another £1,000 or so invested 
and retained for him. But the whole of the remainder was 
drawn out by Mr. B. G. Lake, and ultimately Mr. Laxe acknow- 
ledged his indebtedness for £12,000 and executed a mortgage of 
his life policies to secure the amount, the mortgage, however, not 
being completed by notice. Thereis no need to follow the mode 
in which the sums so misapplied were used. The reported 
evidence does not give a very clear account of the matter, but to 
a large extent they went either to the firm or to G. E. Laxz, and 
Mr. B. G. Laxe’s explanation was that they were paid to his 

artner for investment. The mortgage Mr. Laxe admitted to 

e signed by him, but otherwise he repudiated it, and alleged 
that his execution had been wt by the device of his 
partner. This allegation was disbelieved by the judge, who laid 
great stress on the form of the execution, and at the close of the 
summing up handed the original mortgage to the jury for their 
inspection. It was evidently his view that Mr. Laxz had not 
executed the mortgage unwittingly. Ultimately in the 
beginning of 1900, when Mr. G. E. Laxe was dead and Mr. 
B. G. Laxe was admittedly aware of the firm’s position, the 
indebtedness for 412,000 was transferred to Mr. 


CavenvisH, an elder brother of Mr. F. Oavenpisn, in © 


consideration of Mr. B. G. Lake assigning to him his 
interest in the oe apes Lightning Syndicate. ‘This also 
was a matter which provoked strong comment from the 
judge. The disparity of age between Mr. B. G. Laxe and 
Mr. H. Cavenvisu, and the omission of the former to explain 
the position of the firm gave a very damaging complexion to the 
affair. In the result some £12,000 of Mr. F. OavenpisHs 
money, which should have been in safe investments, has been 
lost, There remains the case of the Hopkins trust. In the 
autumn of 1399 two deposit notes for £1,100 and £1,600 
belonging to the trust were at the London and County Bank. 
In November Mr. G. E. Laxz went to Berlin. While he was 
away 4 sum of £41,000 had to be paid to Sir Onances Oxanxe’s 
executor—a quite distinct account—and the deposit notes were 
withdrawn by Mr. B. G. Laxe and used for this purpose. His 
story was that Mr. G. E. Laxe had told him that they were the 
firm’s and could be used to make up the Clarke 
fund if necessary. In all three cases, the Oolthurst, the 


Cavendish, and the Hopkins, the jury declined to credit Mr. 
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Laxe’s explanations and found him guilty of fraudulent 
misappropriation. 

The main point of Mr. Laxx’s defence, and the only one which 
could excuse the manipulation of trust and clients’ moneys in 
the manner above stated, was that he was throughout com- 
pletely ignorant of the firm’s position and that all financial 
matters were left to Mr. G. E. Laxz, in whom he placed complete 
confidence. In estimating the credibility of the allegation the 
circumstances of the partnership must be taken into account. 
The partnership existing before 1875 was reconstituted in that 
year, and by a clause in the new articles the management and 
supervision of the accounts were left in the hands of Mr. G. E. 
Lake. But from such a clause no one would imagine that the 
other partners were to be excluded from any knowledge of the 
firm’s finances, and, indeed, the usual provision was made for 
audit and for the making up of balance-sheets. From that time 
until after the death of Mr. G. E. Laxe at Berlin at the end of 
1899 Mr. B. G. Lax professes that he made no inquiries into 
the firm’s affairs and that he remained in absolute ignorance 
of their condition. He was supposed to draw £1,500 a year, 
but with the consent of Mr. G. fe Lake he drew more, and in 
1894 his account with the firm was overdrawn to the extent of 
£54,000, of which £35,000 represented principal and the rest 
interest. In that year Mr. Beaumont, one of the partners, died, 
and it was found that his account also was overdrawn, but still 
Mr. B. G. Laxe’s attention, according to his defence, was not 
drawn either to the state of the firm’s finances or to his own 
overdraft. The same ignorance he alleged to exist when in 
1897 and subsequently he was using large sums in speculating 
in Kent coal shares and in the Lighting Express scheme. In 
the latter affair he sank £31,000 ; his loss over the former has 
been already stated, and it was, he alleged, his cousin’s loss in 
the same matter which brought down the firm. When insolvency 
followed upon Mr. G. E. Laxz’s death, the entire indebtedness 
of the firm was £205,277 and the deficiency was £173,772. Of 
this loss Mr. B. G. Laxz was responsible to his own clients for 
over £55,000. : 

As an excuse for his alleged ignorance of the firm’s affairs 
Mr. Lax pleaded the extent of his engagements outside his 
office. With every Thursday given to the discipline committee 
and two more days in the week devoted to public companies, 
he had no time to supervise the finances of his own busi- 
ness. If the defence is believed, it still leaves Mr. Lake open 
to the charge cf the grossest carelessness—a carelessness which 
& jury would have difficulty in distinguishing from criminal 
culpability, but we fear it cannot be deemed credible that Mr. 
Lake was as negligent as he wished to make out. There is the 
bare possibility that he lived in fancied security and that he is 
the victim of circumstances and of his cousin’s fraud. But when 
we have said this we have said the utmost in his favour. The 
losses in which both he himself and his partner were involved in 
consequence of their speculations must have put them during 
the last few years in extreme pecuniary straits, and if Mr. 
laxe had omitted to look into the firm’s accounts before, he 
could not have failed todosothen. Assuming that he knew 
the pressure for money, he knew also that the payment of 
money out of trust accounts to the firm was a dishonest 
transaction, and whatever was the intention as to repay- 
ment the money was put in peril. Making all’allowance for 
the misfortunes which have attended Mr. Laxe’s career— 
especially his association with his cousin—and with all 
desire to make the most of the possibility that he was 
altogether deceived, we find it impossible not to acquiesce, 
Owever reluctantly, in the verdict of the jury. But, 
whatever difficulties surround the case, two points emerge from 
it with startling distinctness. Had Mr. Laxe not indu ged in 
speculations quite foreign to a solicitor’s business, and had he 
insisted on keeping trust and clients’ moneys rigorously separate 
from the moneys of the firm, this terrible disaster would not 
have fallen upon him. Solicitors owe it to themselves, no less 

to the public, to see that the elementary precaution of 
Separating accounts is in future observed, and to abstain from 
Speculation such as lured Mr. Laxx to his ruin. 








Mile. Chauvin, the young lady barrister, made her first appearance on 
the 2let inst. in the Paris aa” "T 


THE RIGHT TO WORK MINERALS UNDER RAILWAYS 

AND CANALS. 
Tux decision given recently by Bynryz, J., in Glamorganshire 
Canal Navigation v. Nixon's Navigation Co. (Limited) (Times, 
15th inst.) illustrates the wide difference which exists in respect 
of the right to work minerals under a railway or canal between 
undertakings established under Acts which incorporate the 
Railways Clauses Act and undertakings established under earlier 
statutes before the scheme of the Act of 1845 had been 
introduced. That scheme, on the one hand, exempts the 
promoters of a railway or from any immediate obligation 
to take and pay for subjacent or adjacent minerals which are 
not at the time being worked; but, on the other, it gives no 
right of support for the railway or canal and it does not 
prejudice the right of the mine-owner to work the minerals in 
the future. It simply puts off the question of paying compen~ 
sation for the minerals until the time arrives when the 
owner wishes to work them, and then, if the working 
will be prejudicial to the safety of the railway or canal, there is 
power to buy the mine-owner out. The scheme usually found in 
the earlier Acts, on the contrary, requires the rights of the parties 
to be finally determined when the land is acquired. The original 
grant of land for the p of the undertaking is deemed to 
carry with it the right of support from subjacent and adjacent 
minerals, and the mine-owner is afterwards debarred from 
working the minerals so as to prejudice this right. He will 
probably be entitled to compensation, but he must get this, if 
at all, at the time of the taking of his lands, and he has no 
further claim. 

Theoretically there may be no great difference between 
the two schemes so far as the mine-owner is concerned. The 
company get their right of support and the owner of the 
minerals gets compensation for the loss of the right to 
work them. But where, as is frequently the case, mines 
have very much increased in value, it is a matter of great 
practical importance to the mine-owner to determine by 
which scheme his rights are regulated. The compensation 
originally awarded may have. allowed only a small sum for the 
minerals, or they may have been neglected altogether, while 
their value now is very large. In the present case it was 
stated that the value of the minerals in question was £500,000. 
On the other hand, although under the scheme of the Railways 
Clauses Act the company, when the minerals are taken, may 
have to pay a higher price for them, yet they are excused from 
making any payment at first, and it may be that the question 
of working the mines will never arise. Practically the 
scheme of the Railways Clauses Act is better for both parties, 
It saves the promoters initial expense, and, when the mine- 
owner is desirous of working the minerals, and they have there- 
fore to be taken, he gets the actual value at the time. 

The scheme of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, with t to 
mines under or near a railway is contained in sections 77 and 79 of 
that statute. Under section 77, upon the purchase of lands by a 
railway company, mines, unless mae | named and conveyed, 
are to be deemed to be excepted out of the conveyance of the 
land purchased, save only such parts as are necessary to be 
taken away or used in the construction of the works; but by 
section 78 it is provided that the owner of mines lying under or 
within the prescribed distance of the railway—forty yards, if no 
distance is prescribed—may not work them without notice to 
the company; and on receipt of the notice the company may 
have the mines inspected, and if it appears that the working 
is likely to damage the railway, they may prevent the 
owner from working them on paying him compensation, the 
amount, in case of difference, to be settled in the usual manner, 
Under section 79 the company have ge Me within which 
to state that they are willi ders treat, and if they fail to do so 
then the mine-owner is at liberty to work the mines ‘‘so that 
the same be done in a manner proper and necessary for the 
beneficial working thereof, and ing to the usual manner 
of working such mines in the district where the same shall be 
situate” ; and he is only bound to make good damage done to the 
railway by improper working. 

The effect of these enactments was considered by the House 





of Lords in Great Western Raileay Co, v, Bennett (15 W. R, 
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647; L. R. 2 H. L. 27), and it was settled, in accordance with 
their obvious intention, that the original purchase and con- 
veyance of the land were to be treated as though no mines were 
in question at all. The company were not called upon to pay 
for them, and they acquired no right of support, while; on the 
other hand, the rights of the mine-owner were in no way 
prejudiced. ‘‘ The object of the statute,” said Lord CranwortTs, 
“‘was that, for the purpose of the railway, the company was 
to take (and it was a very beneficial provision for the company) 
that, and that only, which is necessary for the purpose of the 
railway; and that all the rest should be left to be dealt with 
whenever the time for working the mine should arrive.” It 
follows that if the railway company are willing to take the risk 
of the mines being worked, they are not bound to purchase them 
at all, but if they do elect to take this risk there is no limit to 
the mine-owner’s rights so long as he works the mines in a 
P manner; and if, according to the usual manner of 
working in the district, the minerals are won by open quarrying, 
he may break up the surface of the land on which the railway 
is constructed and destroy the line: Ruabon Brick, &¢., 
Co. v. Great Western Railway Co. (1893, 1 Ch. 427). The 
foregoing provisions do not, however, afford sufficient 
protection to the mine-owner in the case of a waterworks company, 
and it would be small comfort to him to have the right of mining 
under and destroying a reservoir if the result was to expose his 
mine to drowning without any chance of compensation. 
Accordingly the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1874, by section 27, 
adds to the above clauses a provision intended to secure to the 
mine-owner in such an event a right to damages against the 
company: see Holliday v. Mayor of Wakefield (40 W.R. 129; 
1891, A. C. 81). 

Turning now to undertakings which depend on Acts prior to 
the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, we find that, under the 
provisions usually found, they are governed by quite a different 
rule. The principle was laid down by the House of Lords in 
Caledonian Railway Co. v. Sprot (4 W. R. 659, 2 Macq. 449) and 
Elliott v. North-Eastern Railway Co. (10 H. L. OC. 
333), and it has been restated with great clearness by 
Bowen, L.J., in London and ‘North-Western Railway Co. 
v. Evans (41 W.R. 149; 1893, 1 Ch. 16). It is, to use the 
words of Bowery, L.J., that where a grant of land, whether 
voluntary or under the compulsory powers of a statute, “is 
made for a specific purpose, such as the construction of a house, 
canal, railway, or other permanent work, the grant, in the 
absence of a contrary intention appearing on its face, carries 
with it by implication the right of reasonable and necessary 
support for the works so to be erected from the subjacent or 
adjacent lands of the grantor.” And the conclusion, as Lord 
Bowzn proceeded to point out, is rendered more certain when 
the Legislature has acted also upon the principle of granting 
compensation for all losses inflicted by the works of the under- 
taking. “‘It is evident,” he said, ‘that when both a right to 
make and maintain a work necessarily requiring support is 
given, and a mode of compensation also is provided for those 
whose lands will have to furnish such support, the two maxims 
work in harmony, and are not drawn into conflict with one 
another.” The importance in this respect, that the statute 
authorizing the undertaking should confer full right to compen- 
sation, is pointed out in the judgment of Jzsser, M.R., in 
Roderick v. Aston Local Board (25 W.R. 403, 5 Ch. D., p. 332), 
and in that of Beerr, L.J.,in Re Corporation of Dudley (8 Q B.D., 
p- 94). 

In the present case of Glamorganshire Canal Navigation v. 
Nizon’s Navigation Co. the plaintiff company were incorporated 
and the canal was constructed under 30 Geo. 3, c. 82. The Act 

ered the company to take lands for the purpose of 

the canal, but required them to make satisfaction “ for all 
damages to be sustained by the owners or proprietors of and 
interested in such lands.” It also contained a clause 
(section 12) providing that nothing in the Act should entitle 
the by om purchasing lands to any mines which 
should found in cutting or making the canal or 


which should be under the same, but that such mines 
should belong to the former owners. The defendants 
were the lessees of a colliery, and the land under which their 


the canal. The land necessary for the canal had been acquired 
and compensation duly paid under the provisions of the statute, 
Under these circumstances the principle just stated was 
applicable. There had been a grant of the land for the purpose 
of the canal which carried with it the right to support, and there 
was @ compensation clause under which the mine-owner was 
entitled to eee for all damage suffered. Whether the 
mines were really taken into account when the compensation 
was ascertained was, according to the judgment of Bowen, L.J., 
in London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Evans (supra), 
immaterial. ‘‘If,” he said, “the right of support was 
not substantially measured in the price given for the lands 
taken and used, it might have been demanded and estimated in the 
— had the owners been sufficiently prescient, and after this 
ength of time it must be assumed that all was paid for which was 
capable of calculation or measurement, and that was thought 
worth claiming by the owners, and that all conditions precedent 
have been fulfilled which were requisite to give the canal 
proprietors the right to the necessary support for the mainten- 
ance and making of their canal.” The only ground for 
distinguishing the Glamorganshire Canal case was the presence 
in the Act of section 12, expressly reserving the mines to the 
mine-owners. But this did not necessarily conflict with the 
implied grant of a right of support, and Byryz, J., regarded 
the section as really confirming the view taken by Bowen, L.J., 
since it shewed that the mines were actually under consideration 
when the Act passed. He held, accordingly, that full compen- 
sation must be deemed to have been paid when the lands were 
taken, and that the defendauts were not at liberty to work the 
subjacent and adjacent coal in such a manner as to prejudice 
the plaintiffs’ right of support for their canal. 








REVIEWS. 
COMPANY LAW. 


A Hanpy Book on THE FoRMATION, MANAGEMENT, AND WINDING 
Up or Jomnt Stock Companies. By F. Gorz-Browyez, M.A, 
Barrister-at-Law, and WILLIAM JoRDAN, Company Rrgistration 
and Parliamentary Agent. TWENTY-THIRD EDITION. Jordan & 
Sons (Limited), 


This useful volume has been too frequently re-issued to make any 
detailed account of it necessary. It does not give the text of the 
Companies Acts in general, but the authors have wisely printed the 
new Act in full, and the appendices also contain useful information 
as to the rules of the Stock Exchange, stamp fees and duties, and 
other matters. The body of the work gives a very good summary 
of company law and practice, and it has been revised so as to 
include the changes effected by the Act of 1900. Fall informe- 
tion is given, for instance, as to the preparation of prospectuses, 
and a model form is inserted (p. 108). Simslarly the section 
dealing with auditors has been revised, and a form of certifi- 
cate under the new Act for the use of auditors is supplied (p. 249). 
The passage quoted from the judgment of Lindley, L.J., in Re 
London and General Bank (44 W. R. 80; 1895, 2 Ch. 673) really gives 
the whole of the law as to the mode in which an auditor ought to 
conduct his investigation, The book gives un exceedingly handy 
summary of company law with references to many of the authorities. 





A ConcIsE AND Pracrican Manvat To THE ComMPANIES ACTS. 
For THE USE AND REFERENCE OF SECRETARIES, SHAREHOLDERS, 
Dieecrors, AND OrHers. By W. A. WaTERLOW. Assisted by 
J. 8. Risiey, Barrister-at-Law. TwELFru Epririon. Waterlow, 
Bros. & Layton (Limited). 


The chief feature of this book is the printing in clear type of the 
entire text of the various Companies Acts, the sections being giv2 
without comment. Mach as the statutes have been overlaid wi'h 
judicial decisions, it is still important to have ready access to their 
actoal contents, and the plan which the compilers have adopted will 
be found convenient. A general view of company law ic its practical 
application is given in the Introduction, and tnis has been revised #0 
as to include the chaoges effected by the new Act Other features of 
the book are the printing of the rules of the Stock Exchange witt 
oem 3 to - Pomme, ant the anegen of the stamp — 
princi affecting joiat »s companies. Some specimen for 
are evn the ond of the book, among them being a form of report 
to the statutory meeting under section 12 of the Act of 1900. and 
forms for the annual returns to be made to the Registrar of Joist 
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Toe Joint Stock CoMPANIES PRacTICAL GUIDE. By HENRY 
HvRRELL and CLARENDON G, HyDE, Barris’ers-at-Law. SEVENTH 
Epition. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

PracTicAL HINTS ON THE PREPARATION AND REGISTRATION OF 
Jornt Stock ComPANIEs’ Forms. WITH PRECEDENTS, TABLES OF 
Fres AND Stamp DvTIES, AND AN INDEX. FirrH EDITION. 
Wa'erlow & Sons (Limited). 

The fiest half of the former of these books contains a clearly- 
written account of the law and practice in respect of the formation 
of joint stock companies, and the authors bave incorporated under 
their proper headings the various provisions of the Companies Act, 
1900. Thus it is pointed out that, owiog to the repeal of section 25 
of the Act of 1867, shares allotted for a consideration other than 
cash will in future be treated in favour of the allottee as fully 
or partly paid, as the case may be, the only effect ot the present 
requirements as to returns of allotments and filing contracts being 
to expose the officials of the company to liability to fines; and 
similarly the portion dealing with directors has been exten- 
sively altered to shew the changes in the law. The latter 
patt of the book contains a series of forms and the text of the 
Companies Acts and cognate statutes. We do not understand the 
statement at p. 59 that on presentation of a transfer for a nominal 
ce: psideration under a 10s. stamp it should be shewn that no money 

assed. Asarule such a transfer wil mean that the shares have 

i“ mortgaged, the accompanying agreement bearing a sixpenny 
stamp under section 23 (2) ot the Stamp Act, 1891; and the authors 
are needlessly severe upon the practice of paying dividends without 
meking good lost capital. ‘‘ The recklessness of such a course,” it is 
said (p. 120), ‘is obvious from every commercial point of view.” 
But the law, as they admit, permits this to be done, and though it 
is not easy to get auditors to give their approval, the circumstances of 
@ company may make the payment of dividends perfectly proper 
notwithstanding that lost capital has not been restored. If the 
capital is not required for the p s of the company’s 
business, there is no reason why the sharebolders should not have the 
benefit of the profits on the current working. In general, however, 
the views of the authors are reliable and practical, and for a general 
outline of the law the book can be safely recommended. 

The second of the above books gives brief directions as to, and pre- 
cedents of, the forms which have to be prepared in connection with 
companies, and it has been revised so as to adapt it to the require- 
ments of the new Act. An appendix contains a table of duties and 
fees payable on registration of a company, a table of the Compavies 
Acts, and a list of stamp duties. Secretaries of companies will find 
the volume helpful and convenient. 





SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE. 

THE SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE OF CONTRACTS: AN EXPANSION OF AN 
ARTICLE IN THE ENOYOLOP2DIA OF THE LAWS OF ENGLAND. By 
WitttamM DoNnALDson Rawtins, Q.C. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited); Wm. Green & Sons. 


Sir Edward Fry’s well-known treatise bas for many years now held 
the field as the standard work on specific performance, but for many 
purposes it is convenient to have something Jess voluminous to refer to, 
aud Mr. Rawlins’ small book is a concise and clearly-written guide to 
the subject. For anyone who wishes to see at a glance the effect 
of the numerous authorities relating to the effect of the Statute 
of Frauds on contracts for the sale or letting of land it would 
te d fficult to find anything better than the dozen short pages in 
which the law is here presented. And the same mark of perspicuity 
and brevity characterizes the whole of the volume, It is no rival to the 
larger treatise, but it will be found a very useful adjunct, and it will 
often be a saving of time to look up the point required in Rawlins 
before requisitioning the fuller information to be got from Fry. 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 

The Student's Guide to Constitutional Law and Legal History. 
By Joun InpDERMAUR, Solicitor, and CHARLES TuHwalrEs, Solicitor. 
Third Edition. By CuanLes Tuwarrss. Geo. Barber, Law Students’ 
Journal Office. 

Railway Law for the ‘Man in the Trair.” Chiefly intended as a 
Guide for the Travelling Public on all points likely to arise in con- 
nection with the Railways. By Gxzorex E. T. Epauyt, Solicitor. 
Effingham Wilson. 

New York State Library, Bulletin 54, December, 1900; Legislation 
13. Legirlation by States in 1900, Eleventh Annual Comparative 


Summ and Index. Albany: University of the State of New 
York. Price 25 cents. 





We are requested to announce that at a pension held on Friday, the 18th 
inst. the Rev. Canon Thompson, D.D., Vicar of Cardiff, was to 














CORRESPONDENCE, 
PROBATE ENGROSSMENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In continuation of the efforts of the Council of the Incor= 
porated Law Society to procure a reconsideration of the recent official 
notice as to the use of paper for probate engrosements, respecting 
which I sddressed a letter to you on the 7th of December, I have 
now the pleasure to inform you that the President of the Probate 
Division (the Right Hon. Sir Francis H. Jeune), iu view of the 
special wear and tear to which some probates are expoeed, has 
informed the Council that parchment may still be used for probate 
engrossments iu cases where on any reasonable grounds connected 
with the nature of the property, or the duration of the trusts, or for 
any other special reason, it is intimated by the solicitor extractio 
the grant that a parchment engrossment is desired, and that in 
cases a parchment probate piece will be used if wisbed, but the 
President bas expressed a strong desire that such engrossmeots 
should be made bookwise for the convenience of judges and others 
in reading them. 

The President has also informed the Council that solicitors now 
having stocks in hand of parchment prepared for probate engross- 
ments will be at liberty to continue to ure the same, as required, 
until such stocks are exhausted. 


Jan. 23, E. W. WILiiamson, Secretary. 





STAMP DUTIES ON SALES UNDER THE LAND CLAUSES 
ACT, 1845. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—There seems to be great difficulty in arriving at the stamp 
duties payable on the necessary instruments executed on carrying out 
a sale to a railway company under section 9 of this Act, and as far 
as I can see the difficulty is one not likely to be satisfactorily settled 
by adjudication in the ordinary way. The various text-books are 
discreetly silent, but, as I am at present preparing a set of the 
documents in question, if I can get any information I should be glad. 

The first step preliminary to the conveyance by an in- 
capacitated owner appears to be the nomination of two surveyors 
to agree the purchase-money and compensation. The only 
reference I can find to this is in Alpe (7th ed.), p. 151, where, 
under the heading ‘‘ Deed of sny kind,” &c., he says ‘“ An appoint- 
ment of a valuer under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act (8 &9 
Vict. c. 18, s. 19 [sic. qy. 9), though under seal, is not a deed,” but 
gives vo autbority for this statement. Is that so, and if so, does the 
nomination, though uaoder the seal of the railway company and the 
seal of the incapacitated vendor, require no stamp, or should it be 
stamped as an agreement which will carry either an adhesive or 
impressed stamp of 64.? I have seen the nomiuation engrossed in one 
part only, executed by both parties, and stamped with a 6d. adhesive 
tam 


stamp. 

As to the valuation by the two surveyors (which should apparently 
be under hand only), this should evidently be stamped ad valorem 
The declaration of the surveyors referred to in section 9 does not 
appear to come within the Act of 1835, and I presume therefore that 
this requires no stamp, and that if, as usual, the declaration is con- 
tained in the valuation, the ad valorem stamp covers both. 

Section 71 provides that the purchase-money may, if under £200, 
be paid to two trustees to be nominated in writing by the owner. 
Having regard to the observations in Al Tl, am I rightin 
assuming that this nomivation, wes! under Pand only (as would 
appear to be contemplated by the Act), is not liable to any stamp 
duty at all, but that, if under seal (where for instance the purchasers, 
being a railway company, joined to approve the nomination), the 
instrument becomes liable to ten shillings as a deed ? 

I should be very glad to receive any inform tion on the above 

ints. 

“a you tell me if there is any likelihood of a fresh edition of 
Frend and Wares’ Railway mts? The second edition, which 
I have, and which ie I thiak the last, is dated 1866. It seems to me 
a pity that this excellent compendium of precedents has not been 
brought up-to-date, Old as it is, it covers ground quite untouched 
by the modern text-books and is exceedingly useful in the con- 
=a room of a railway solicitor’s office, * Lex.” 
ap, 22, 

[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics,” We understand thera 

is no probability of a new edition of “ and Ware.”—Ep. S./.) 











At Bow-street police-court, on Monday, William John Roberta, Alfred 
John Wyatt, and Alfred John Childa, ch +; et Se ee 
eae San See. eR es to defraud, were com 
‘or ; 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
REG. v. SOWTER. No.1. 22nd Jan. 


EccresiasticaL Law—CuvrcHwarDEN—ADMISsION—JURISDICTION OF ARCH= 
DEACON—INHIBITION BY BisHor Dvurine VISITATION. 


Appeal from an order of the Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, C.J., 
and Kennedy, J.) making absolute a rule nisi for a mandamus to the Arch- 
deacon of Dorset, commanding him to admit one Samuel Vine asa church- 
warden for the ish of Winterborne Came, in the archdeaconry of 
Dorset (reported in 49 W. R. 17@; 1901,1Q. B. 66). Atan election of 
churchwardens for the parish in May, 1900, Vine and Passmore were both 
candidates for the office of parishioners’ churchwarden. The rector of the 
parish, who presided, voted in favour of Vine, and the votes for both 
candidates being equal, he gave his casting vote for Vine and 
declared him elected. On the 29th of May, before any admission of 
churchwarden to the office was made, the archdeacon was served with the 
bishop’s inhibition, dated the 28th of May, and sent preparatory to the 
biehop’s triennial visitation, inhibiting him for the space of three months 
from exercising within his archdeaconry any spiritual or ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction concerning (in‘er alia) the admission of the churchwardens. 

June the bishop admitted Passmore as churchwarden. On the 13th 
of Jaly Vine applied to the archdeacon to admit him. The archdeacon 
replied that he was not in a position todo so. On the 24th of July a rule 
nisi for a mandamus was obtained as above, made returnable on the 4th of 
August. The argument of the rule was heard on the 14th of November, 
when the Divisional Court made it absolute. The archdeacon appealed. 

Tue Covet (A. L. Surrn, M.R., and Cottrxs and Romer, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. Their lordships said that at the time when the rule nisi for a 
mandamus was obtained the bishop’s visitation was going on, and the 
bishop had inhibited the archdeacon from admitting churchwardens. In 
their opinion the jurisdiction of the archdeacon to admit churchwardens 
was thereby suspended or superseded, and the bishop had sole jurisdiction 
toadmit. This was made clear by the case of Lunne v. Dodson (3 Salk. 
201). The case of Rez v. Simpson (1 Stra. 609) was not in pomt, because 
in that case the inhibition of the bishop was a special inhibition directed 
against the admission of a particular person as churchwarden, and the 
court granted the mandamus on the assumption that the archdeacon had 
not come under any incapacity to perform the act of admission by reason 
of the presence of the bishop.—Cotnsex, Dibdin ; Edwardes Jones. Soutct- 
rons, Robins, Hay, Waters, & Hay ; Jenkins, Baker, § Co. 

[Reported by W. F. Bazzr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


McINTOSH vr. SIMPKINS. No.1. 17th Jan. 


Covsrr Covrt—Jvaispicrion—OomurraL unpek Destrors Act, 1869— 
Jupemenxt Deston sot Wirnrs Distnict or County Count—Arripavit 
os ArriicaTion rox Lzave ro Issuz Jupcment Stmmons—County Court 
Rexes, 1889, ozp. 25, x. 14a, Form 52a. 

Appeal from the Divisional Court (Lawrance and Kennedy, JJ.), 
reversing an order of Bucknill, J., at chambers granting a writ of 
prohibition to the judge of the Croydon County Court and to the 

iting further i in the matter of a judgment 

summons issued from the said county court, and of a committal 
order obtained by the plaintiff against the defendant thereon. The 
udgment debt in respect of which the committal order was obtained 
for 4410s. As the defendant did not dwell or carry on business 
the district of the Croydon County Court the plaintiff had to 
leave to issue the judgment summons under ord. 25, r. 14a, of 

Court Rules, 1889. That rule provides that where a debtor 

or carry on business and is not employed within the district 

which the judgment was obtained, the summons shall not 
without the leave of the judge. The application 
upon affidavit, according to the form in the 
et One eee not be granted unless the judge is satisfied that 
evidence afforded by such affidavit, if uncontradicted, would justify 
the of an order of commitment against the debtor. Form 52a in 
the ix gives the form of affidavit, and the form states (so far as 
) that “ the defendant now lives at in a house (or shop) 
apparently of the yearly rent or value of £——-"’ ;; that “the defendant 
catries on the business of a (state what) in a (state what) at (state where 
shewing that the business is profitable or that 

hae means to pay)”: that “ the defendant is unmarried [or is married 
and has (state how many) children, of whom (state how many) earn wages].’’ 

The affidavit upon which leave to isene the judgment summons was 
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atained a. stated that the defendant lived in a specified house, 
a the yearly value of £60, and that he carried on the business 
ae . At the hearing of the summons in the county court, objec- 
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allegations set out in Form 52a, Those were safeguards introduced for the 
protection of the debtor. In the present case there was no statement in the 
affidavit of any facts from which the judge could infer that the defendants’ 
business was a profitable one; nor was anything said as to whether the 
defendant was married and had any children, nor any statement made as to 
the plaintiff being unable to ascertain this. The judge before giving leave to 
issus the judgment summons was bound to know something of the position 
of the defendant and of his family responsibilities. The affidavit was 
therefore insufficient, and the county court judge had no jurisdiction 
to give leave to issue the judgment summons. The appeal must therefore 
be allowed, and the order for a writ of prohibition must stand.—CovunszL, 
W. G. Clay; W. Whately. Soutcrrors, W. H. Sturt ; Aird, Hoed, § Co. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re SHAW. Ex parte GILL AND SUTCLIFFE. No 2. 18th Jan. 


Banxruptcy — Petrrion — Recetving Orper—‘‘ Surricrenr Oavse ’?— 
Fraup — Banxrurtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 7, 
SUB-SECTION 3. 


Appeal from Divisional Court (reported 49 W. R. 141). On the 28rd of 
July, 1899, the debtor convened a meeting of his creditors at which it was 
resolved that a composition of 10:. ia the £ should be accepted. On the 
24th of July notices of this resolution were sent to all the creditors. On 
the 25th of July, Gill, one of the petitionmg creditors who had not been 
present at the meeting, called on the debtor and verbally assented to the 
resolution. On the 27th of July Gill again called on the debtor and stated 
that he would not accept the composition unless the debtor would give 
him a promissory note for the balance of his debt, which the deptor 
declined todo. On the 2nd of August Gill sent a letter to the debtor 
referring to the proposal at the interview of the 27th of July, and 
enclosing a promissory note which he requested the debtor to sign and 
return, but the debtor refused to do so. ‘Tne composition resolved on, as 
aforesaid fell through owing to the opposition of Gill and certain other 
creditors. On the 4th of August, 1900, the debtor executed a deed 
assigning the whole of his property to trustees for the benefit of his 
creditors. On the 29:h of august, Gill and another creditor named 
Sutcliffe, neither of whom had assented to the deed of assignment, 
presented a joint petition against the debtor setting up that deed 
as an act of bankruptcy. Sutcliffe had in no way been connected 
with the arrangement proposed by Gill to the debtor in July, 1899. Upon 
the hearing of the petition the registrar held that the petition was 
presented in consequence of the debtor’s refusal to carry out the arrange- 
ment proposed by Gill and dismissed the petition. On appeal to the 
Divisional Court, Wright and Phillimore, JJ., held that as it had not been 
shewn that the conduct of Gill had any connection with the petition or 
that the petition had been used for the purpose of extortion, there was no 
sufficient cause for dismissing the petition and that a receiving order must 
be made. From this decision the debtor now appealed. 

Tus Covrt (Rigsy, VaucHan Wiuuiams, and Sriruine, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Ricy, L.J., said: This is a petition presented by two creditors, Gill 
and Sutcliffe. There is no suggestion that Sutcliffe had anything to do 
with the proposal made by Gill to the debtor, but he has no 
independent right toa role order, and the sole question is whether 
Gill has so conducted himself that the petitioning creditors have 
no right to avail themselves of an act of bankruptcy. In July, 189% 
there wa: a declaration of insolvency, and shortly afterwards Gili 
proposed as a consideration for his assenting to the composition that the 
debtor should give him a promissory note for the balance of his debt. The 
proposal was rejected by the debtor. Fraud was not denied, but it was 
suggested that if a person merely attempts,a fraud he is not thereby 
deprived of his rights. The Act says the court may dismiss a petition 
where sufficient cause is shewn that no order ought to be made. Sufficient 
cause is shewn here. The attempt to extort 1s enough, and it is not 
necessary that the petition should be presented at the time when the fraud 
is attempted. The order of the Divisional Court must be reversed. 

Vaveuan Wiiuiams and Sriatine, L.JJ., agreed.—Oounsgx, Scott Foz, 
Q.C., and J. J. Wright ; Reed, Q.C., and H. Tindal Atkinson. Soxtcrrons, 
Firth & Co., for Piercy, Hudderstield ; Bower § Co., for Longbotham, Halifax. 

[Reported by 8. E, Witiiams, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re TOMKINS & CO, Ex parte THE DEBTOR. No.2. 18th Jan. 


Baxsxaurtcy—Peritrios—AmenpmMent—Orricer oy Oompany —Bankxurtcy 
Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c, 52), s. 148. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Mr. Registrar Linklater elevins 
the amendment of the petition, and raised the question whether a cl 
was an officer of a company for the purposeof presenting a “re 
petition. On the 22nd of mber, 1900, Eastwood & Oo. (Limited) 
presented a bankru petition against Tomkigs & Oo. in respect of a 
judgment debt of £76. The acts of bankruptcy alleged by the petition 
were that executions had been levied by seizure und sale of the goods of 
the debtors under two writs of /. fa., which goods were sold by the sheriff 
om the llth and the 20th of July, 1900. ‘he petition was signed “ For 
Eastwood & Oo. (Limited), Henry J. Byrne, duly authorized under 
the seal of the company.” It a that Byrne was a clerk in 
the employ of the company, and that he did secretarial work for the 
company, and by 4 resolution of the directors passed on the 
> e Nov le soe, he was ag om waaay ee a 
of the company to necessary steps in bankrupt ainst 

to the company on behalf of the company. At the beaming of the petition 
on the 22nd of November, 1900, the objection was taken that Byrne was 
not an officer of the company within section 148 of the Bankruptoy Act, 
1482, which provides that for all or any purposes of the Act a corporation 
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may act by any of its officers authorized in that behalf under the seal of 
the corporation. The learned registrar found as a fact that Byrne was not 
an officer of the company within the section and ordered that the petition- 
ing creditors should be at liberty to amend their petition by authorizing an 
officer of the company under seal to execute it notwithstanding that the 
acts of bankruptcy therein recited would not have been available for a 
fresh petition. The debtors appealed. 

Tue Court (Ricsy, VaueHan Witiams, and Srinuinc, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Riesy, L.J., said that in this case the amendment to the petition made 
by the registrar had been objected to on the ground that according to the 
true construction of section 148 it was necessary that any person appointed 
to present a petition in bankruptcy on behalf of the company should be 
an officer of the company, and that there was-no officer of the company 
at the time when the petition was originally presented, and that there 
ought not now to be any substitution of the company’s officer. In the 
view which he took of this case it was not of primary importance to go 
into the question of amendment. He did not think that the Legislature 
by section 148 intended to impose upon a company the taek of appointing 
a person who within any definition of the term must be an officer. He 
considered that any person bond fide chosen by a company to be their 
agent for the presentation of a petition in bankruptcy became thereby an 
officer for that purpose, and that the person nominated in this case, though 
only a clerk, and not in any ordinary sense an officer before he was 
appointed under seal, became thereby sufficiently for the purposes of this 
Act an officer of the company to present the petition. It followed that 
the petition was a good petition from the first and did not require amend- 
ment, and that the amendment ought not to have been made. 

VaueHan Witiiams and Sriewine, L.JJ., agreed.—Counssi, H. T. 
Kemp ; P. M. Francke ; A. H. Carrington. Soutctrors, Charles Robinson § 
Co. ; H. P. Davies. 


| Reported by 8, E. Witu1ams, Barrister-at-Law, | 





High Court—Chanecry Division. 
Re PARKER. STEPHENSON v. PARKER. Farwell, J. 17th Jan. 


Wi1t—Construction—Gurt Over or Resrpvz as A WHOLE—Svum Set APART 
—Devo.vuTion on Next-or-Kin—Svurvivor. 


Adjourned summons. The testator in a codicil dated the 29th of 
January, 1881, to his will dated the 18th of September, 1879, after reciting 
the provision as to one equal third part of his residuary estate for the 
benefit of the children cf his late sen Arnold, continued: ‘‘ Now I do 
hereby revoke the bequest of such remaining equal one-third part 
of my said residuary estate . .-. and in lieu thereof I direct 
that the trustees or trustee of my said will shall stand and be 
possessed of and interested in the said one-third part of my said 
residuary estate upon the trusts following—that is to say, as to the sum 
of £1,500 part thereof, the sum of £2,250 to be held in trust for each 
of my two grandchildren A. 8. Parker and N. J. Parker (sons of my 
said son Arnold Parker) who shall attain the age of twenty-one years, and 
as to the remaining part of the said one-third part of my said residuary 
estate in trust for such one or more of the four children of my said late 
son Arnold (the four named including the two above mentioned) who 
being sons or a son shall attain the age of twenty-one years, or being a 
daughter shall attain that age or marry under that age, and in case 
there shall not be any such child of my said son Arnold Parker 
I direct that the said one-third share of my saii residuary estate 
or any accruing share shall go and be held in trust for’’ the 
testator’s married daughter and her husband and children “and in 
default to my next-of-kin according to the Statute of Distributions.”’ 
The testator died on the 9th of December, 1881, and his will and codicil 
were proved on the 17th of May, 1882. His grandson A. 8. Parker 
attained the of twenty-one on the 18th April, 1898, and his 
oe N. J. Parker died under the age of twenty-one on the 22nd of 

ebruary, 1900. This summons was en out by the trustees of the 
will to determine whether there was an intestacy as to the £2,250 in trust 
for N. J. Parker, or whether that sum was to be held in trust for the 
three children of Arnold Parker who had attained the age of twenty-one 

ears. For one of the next-of-kin the cases of Skrymsher vy. Northcote 
1 Wils. Ch. 248), Green v. Pertwee (5 Ha, 249), and Lloyd v. Lioyd (4 Beav. 
231) were relied on ; and for a brother and sister of N. J. Parker the cases 
of Champney v. Davy (27 W. R. 390, 11 Ch. D. 949) and Re Judkin’s Trusts 
(82 W. R. 407, 25 Ch. D. 743). The learned judge referred to Re Pulmer, 
Palmer v. Answorth (42 W. R. 151; 1893, 3 Oh. 369). 

Farwett, J., after stating the facts, said that the question was whether 
the £2,250 given to N. J. Parker was disposed of under the gift of “‘ the 
remaining part of the said one-third part of my said residuary estate,"’ or 
whether the devolved as upon an intestacy. The case of Skrymsher 
Vv. Northoote (ubi supra) was relied upon on behalf of the next-of-kin of the 
testator, and it undonbtedly bore a strong resemblance to the present case 
in that the will also contained a gift over. But it did not seem to his 
lordship n to say whether that case could stand, having regard to Re 
Palmer, Palmer v. Answorth (udi supra), because in his opinion he was bound 
to apply the rule of construction established by decisions in the Court of 
pe in reference to the ——- case of a gift over to survivors. The 

e might have been well applied in Skrymeher v. Northoote, but it was to be 
remembered that the partioular point—vix., the weight to be given to the 
terms of a gift over, was of comparatively modern origin. Here the 
Words of the will above quoted were ambiguous in this sense, that they 
might mean ‘remaining after deducting the £4,500," or they t 
mean true residue—i.e,, ‘‘ remaining atver deducting so much of the 











£4,500 as is required to satisfy the legacies to Arnold and Norman.” 
Assumi that SI her v. Northcote was well decided, his lordship con- 


sidered that the gift over shewed that the testator believed that the gift of 
the residue would not unless all the children died in the events 
which did hap A gift over in the case of the death of the survivor 


had been held to shew that the fund was to go over as a whole 
and only if there were a failure of the issue or of the tenants for life. The 
cases had held that while the word ‘‘survivor’”’ had its true meaning of 
‘* survivor” where there was no gift over, yet a gift over gave a different 
signification. Applying that doctrine, his lordship held that the remaining 
part of the clause, coupled with the gift over, did shew that the testator 
was dealing with it as a whole, so that there was no failure of objects. It 
was not unimportant to note that the ultimate gift was to next-of-kin. 
The three children of Arnold were the parties interested.—Covnsa, P. M. 
Walters; Arkle; T. T. Methold. Soxticrrors, Guscotte, Wadham, ¢ Bradbury, 
for Wightman & Parker, Sheffield ; Geare § Pease, for Wake § Sons, Sheffield. 
[Reported by W. H. Dnarzs, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re MAYO. CHESTER v. KEIRL. Farwell, J. 17th Jan. 


Wiutt—Consravuctrion—I.LuecitimaTe CHILDREN—THREE ADMITTED AND 
Namep py Testatrorn—FovurtH OLarmant— Apsissismuiry or Extrinsic 
EvipENncg. 


Adjourned summons. The testator, John Ryall Mayo, by his will, 
divided his estate into thirteen equal , and directed his executor, the 
plaintiff, to hold the fourth, fifth, and sixth of such parts upon trust “‘ for 
the three children respectively of Caroline Lewis, born prior to her 
marriage with her t husband one part for each such child.” It 
appeared that the testator had in fact three children by Caroline, born 
respectively in 1876, 1878, and 1880, and these were the defendants 
A.O0.A., V. A.J. M. F.,and J. R. M.F. The defendant 8. J. K., was 
another child of Caroline, born in Somerset in 1873. Directly 
after the birth of S. J. K., the mother Caroline left Somerset 
and went to London, where she became acquainted with the testator. 
She lived with him as his wife, but they were never married, so 
that the above-mentioned three defendants were illegitimate. In 1884 
she married one Lewis and had since died. The defendant 8. J. K. 
claimed to be an illegitimate daughter of the testator and Caroline and to 
share in the gift above set out. The summons was taken out by the 
executor to determine who were entitled under the gift, or whether the 
gift was void so that the three thirteenths in question would go to the 
bext-of-kin represented by the defendant T. W. Mayo. Evidence was 
adduced to prove that the defendant 8. J. K. was the child of Caroline, 
with whose tather she lived until his death, when he left his pro to 
her, having always objected to her going to join her mother in Lo 
Her birth certificate was blank as to father’s name ; her baptism certificate 
stated it to be “‘ Charles’? and her marriage certificate (in 1591) ‘* George,” 
with ‘‘ Farrance’’ as the surname in each case, that being her mother’s 
maiden name. Evidence was further tendered on behalf of the plaintiff, 
who was the executor, and had in 1891 the will a the verbal 
instructions of the testator, who then executed it, but did not die until 
1899; according to the recollection of the plaintiff's son such instructions 
referred to three children only born to the testator by Caroline. 

Farwatt, J., said that the question was whether 
as he did to “‘ the three children of Caroline born prior to her 
with her present husband”? meant the three 
Caroline and whom he acknowledged to be his children or whether he 
included the fourth child born in 1873. In his lordship’s opinion 
evidence tendered by the solicitor and others as to the intention of the 
testator was not ble. The law on the point was stated in Wigram 
on Rules of Law as to Admission of Extrinsic Evidence in Aid of the 
Interpretation of Wills, and it was quite true that in the seventh proposition 
(at p. 168) the learned author to certain cases which it was 
difficult to reconcile with the = son pean po But in the present case 
it was not necessary to 80 t and nice a question. The real 
question was as to how many children Caroline had . 
testator knew that he had. Those facts were both relevant, and evidence 
on them was admissible. But the onus was on the defendant 6 
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the defendant 8. J. K. was not included.—Oovunszt, 
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; ; John Henderen; Tanner, Sourcrrons, Beard 
Chester ; Pty ay Pm : Prideas ; ; 
Cotton, § Bower, for Maye ¢ Sons, Yeovil. 


[Reported by W. H. Daaran, Barrister-at-Law._) 
Re STANFORD. STANFORD v. ROBERTS. Buckley, J. 17th Jan. 


Sxetrien Estars—A.renatrons—Necmssaky on Paorsa—Pamext De 
wentron To Lar at Furvns Tine—Qocvriap Hoves—Carmar Moxerm— 
Serrunp Lanp Act, 1890 (583 & 54 Vier. o, 69), 8. 18 (a). 
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trustees six months before, and was clearly, the learned judge said, a house 
not for residence, but as an investment for obtaining an income 
by letting the rooms. The floors of the basement were wooden boards 
upon joists over a bed of concrete and were situate a little below the 
area. In consequence of there being no ventilation through the 
joists, nearly all the floors became affected with dry rot. The floors of four 
the rooms had been taken up and replaced with wooden blocks upon 
concrete, and the evidence of the surveyor was that the only proper course 
was to the floors of all the rooms in this manner, and that if this 
was not done the dry rot would probably extend to the upper part 
of the building, and that if this were so the tenants would begin to leave. 
The alterations already made had properly cost £59 odd, and thore pro- 
posed to be made were estimated to cost £400. There were capital moneys 
of more than this amount belonging to the estate in court. The tenant 
for life now asked that the sum of £459 odd might be raised out of the 
funds in court to pay for these past and proposed alterations. The 
application was resisted by counsel for an infant tenant in tail in remainder 
upon’ the ground that, ss the rooms were let, the alterations could not be 
said to have been made “‘ to enable the rooms to be let’’ within section 
13 (ii.) of the Settled Land Act, 1890. 

Bucxutzy, J.—I think these alterations fall within the section. The 
evidence is that the dry rot has entered = and is 7 to 
spread, and may enter the upper rooms and do great injury. he 

Fene- om are srantionl and a I oe are 
necessary and proper alterations, being such as a prudent man if he were 
the absolute fs would do in his own interests. The next question 
is whether these are alterations made for the purpose of enabling 
the rooms to be let. They are not for the p of enabling them 
to be let immediately, as they are at present let. But in Re De Teisster’s 
Settled Estates (41 W. R. 184; 1893, 1 Ch. 153), Chitty, J., said: ‘There 
must be a prerent intention to let, if not an immediate prospect of lettiog, 
before an application under section 13 (ii.) can be properly made.’’ And 
this view was approved by each of the Lords Justices in Re Lord Gerard’s 
Settled Estates (37 Soxicrrons’ Journat 648; 1893, 3 Ch. 252). ‘* Present 
intention to let’ is opposed to an intention on part of tenant for life to 
occupy the premises himself. I think these repairs were reasonably 
necessary or proper for enabling the rooms of the house to be let at a 
future time, and that they fall within the section. There will be a 
reference to chambers to ascertain the proper amount to be allowed to the 
trustees for these repairs.—CovnseL, Wace; EB. F. Ball; 8. O. Buckmaster. 
Soxicrrors, Martyn & Martyn ; Attree, Johnson, § Ward, for Hunt, Currey, 
Nichelson, § Co., Lewes. 

[Reported by Nzvitiz Tessvutt, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
HOARE ¢. W. RITCHIE & CO. Div. Court. 22nd Jan 


Facrory—Imuevaer Ain—“ Dust GeneRaTeD AND InHALED BY THE WoRKERS 
to aw Insurniovs Extrent’’?—Facrony anp Worksnor Act, 1878 (41 
Vicr. c. 16), s. 36. 

This case involved a question under section 36 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1878. Tat section provides as follows: ‘If in a factory 
where grinding, glazing, or polishing on a wheel, or any process is carried 
on by which dust is generated and inhaled by the workers to an 
injurious extent, it appears to an inspector that such inhalation could be 
to a great extent prevented by the use of a fan or other mechanical 
means, the inspector may direct a fan or other mechanical means of a 
——_ construction for prevention of such inhalation to be provided 

ithin a reasonable time; and if the same is not provided, maintained, 
and used, the factory or workshop shall be deemed not to be kept in 

conformity with this Act.’”” The question was whether the occupier of a 

could be convicted under the section when it was not shewn that the 
health of the workers was actually injured. The respondents were occupiers 
of s jute mill which was admittedly a factory within the Act. Processes 
were carried on in one of the rooms of the factory in which large quantities 
of dust, consisting of jute fibre mixed with common dust, were generated. 

There was nothing of a poisonous character in the dust. The respondents 

were summoned for nou-compliance with a notice served upon them by 

the appellant requiring them to provide fans. The evidence adduced by 
the appellant failed to prove that any of the workers had suffered any 
injury to theirhealth from inhaling the dust. The learned magistrate 
before whom the summons was heard dismissed it upon the ground that 
it had not been proved that the dust generated by the processes had been 

by the workers to an injurious extent. On behalf of the sppellant 

cuntended that it was not necessary to prove that any of the 
workers had actually suffered injury to health ; ail that was necessary to 

a was generated in such large quantities as to be 
jurious. 

Tus Cover (Brvce and Pattsmonre, JJ.) remitted the case to the 

i to find whether the inhalation of the dust was in fact injurious 
an intimation that for that it was not necessary to find 
that the health of anyone had in fact been injured.—Covunse, Daldy. 

Sorscitor, Solicitor for the Treasury, 

(Reported by C. G. Witezauam, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


MOSES », MARSLAND. Div. Court, 16th Jan, 


Merzoroiuis—Beitvws —Hosrrrat—Bvitping Usep ror a Pusiic Purposs 
—Homer voz Ontiprex oy Derective Iyreptect—Loxpow Bui.pie Act, 
1894 (58 & 59 Vier. c. ocxmt.), 8. 5 (27). 


This was a case stated by « metropolitan magistrate. The appellant was 


it 


1 





summoned before the magistrate for non-compliance with a notice served 
on him by the a a district surveyor under the London Building 
Act, 1894, requiring him, whilst out certain alterations for the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board at a » No. 16, Elm-grcve, 
Peckham, to do certein things under the provisions of the Act. The 
facts proved or admitted before the magistrate were as follows: 
By an order of the Local Government Board dated the 2nd of April, 1897, 
the care of children who by reason of defect of intellect or physical 
infirmity cannot properly be trained in aseociation with children in 
ordinary schools was placed in the hands of the managers of the Metro- 
politan Aeylums District. The managers, for the purpose of carrying 


out that order, prepared a scheme for purchasing various dwelling-. 


houses in different parts of London adjacent to schools specially 
provided and staffed by the London School Board for the education of 
children of this class. Under this scheme the children were to live, 
sleep, and board in such houses under the care of a responsible matron, 
in numbers generally not exceeding fourteen in any one house, and to 
attend such special Board schools each day for the purpose of their 
education. The houses were intended to be permanent homes for the 
children. No. 16, Elm-grove had been an ordinary detached dwelling- 
house of two floors, with one room and a basement below, and had 
been purcbased by the managers under the scheme; and they had 
instructed the appellant under the supervision of the board’s architect 
to alter or convert the dwelling-house to make it suitable for the accommo- 
dation of twelve to fourteen children and a matron, cook, and housemaid 
(the latter in the exclusive ‘service of the board). The total cubical capacity 
of the dwelling-house was under 50,000 cubic feet, with sleeping accom- 
modation asabove. The question was whether, under these circumstances, 
the building was a public building within the London Building Act, 1894. 
The magistrate held that 1t was and made an order against the appellant. 
The question turned upon section 5 (27) of the Act, which provides as tollows: 
** The expression ‘ public building ’ means a building used, or constructed, 
or adapted to be used asachurch, chapel, or other place of public worship, 
or as a school, college. or place of instruction (not bemg merely a dwelling- 
house), or as a hospital, workhouse, public theatre, public hall, public 
concert-room, public ball-room, public lecture-room, public library, or public 
exhibition-room, or as a public place of assembly, or used, or constructed, 
or adapted to be used for any other public purpose. also a building used, 
or constructed, or adapted to be used as an hotel, lodging-house, home, 
refuge, or shelter, where such building extends to more than 250,000 cubic 
feet, or has sleeping accommodation for more than 100 persons.’’ It was 
contended on behalf of the appellant that the building was not within the 
terms of this definition, and Josolyne v. Meeson (53 L. J. 319) was cited ; and 
on behalf of the respondent that it was included under the term ‘‘ public 
hospital ’’ or, at any rate, under the general words, building “used, or 
constructed, or adapted to be used for any other public purpose.”’ 

Tue Court (Bruce and Purimorg, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Bruce, J., said that the word hospital was used in the Act in its modern 
sense to indicate a place for the treatment of the sick, and in that sense it 
did not cover the building in question. Nor was the building included by 
the general words, for those words referred, not to buildings in which the 
public bad an interest, but only to those to which they had access. 
Moreover, the building in question was not «¢jusdem generis with the 
enumerated buildings. It was not a ‘‘ home’’ within the section because 
it was not of the specified capacity. 

Puitimors, J., said that, as the children were placed in the houses for the 
purposes of education and not for treatment, the houses were not hospitals 
within the meaning in which that term was used in the Act—namely, as 
indicating a place for the treatment of physical ailments. He was also of 
opinion that the building in question was not ‘‘used, &c., for any other 
public purpose.”” Those words only referred to buildings used for purposes 
which involved the admission of the public.—Oowunszt, Momen hae 
and Herbert Smith ; R. C. Glen. Boxtcrrons, Williams § James ; Walter C. 
Williams. 
[Reported by C. G. Witsranam, Barrister-at-Law.| 

THE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL OF LEIGH-ON-SEA v. KING. 
Div. Court. 14th and 19th Jan. 

Loca, Govgsenment—Roap Mave 1n SvpstiruTion or AN Existinc One BY 
Vestry wy 1842—Uninrerrvurrep User ny Pustic—No Evipence or 
Reprams—Paesumprion—Hicuway Act (5 & 6 Witt. 4. c. 50), ss. 23, 84, 
92 - Paivats Sraest Works Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vicr c. 57), s. 7. 


Special case stated by justices of Essex, who had dismissed an informa- 
tion preferred by the surveyor of the Leigh Urban District Council, the 
appellants, inst the respondent setting forth that the respondent had 
ou the 25th of November, 1899, under section 7 of the Private Streets Works 
Act, 1892, served on the appellants in writing an objection to the —_ 
of toe appellants to level, &c., and make good the st:eet known as Kectory- 
grove, on the ground that the said street was in whole or in part a high- 
way repairable by the inbabitante at large, and ¢hat in consequence of 
this notice the appellants were uded from making up Rectory-grove 
until the said objection bad heard and determined by a court of 
summary jurisdiction in accordance with section 6 of the said Act. 
The only question at issue was whether Rectory-grove was in whole 
or in part a highway repairable tbe mbhabitante at large within 
section 8 of the Act of 1892. Thee adduced shewed that in March, 
1842, the road in question was substituted for an older highway and that 
the substitution was made pursuant to a resolution of the vestry whereby 
it was resolved to stop up the old road and to open the road in question at 
the back. ‘There was no evidence of 6 by anyone, canes that 
the roadway a; ed to have been many years ago by the 
surveyor 0’ Ligh, but whether in capacity as surveyor or 
did not appear. There was also evidence that the Leigh Parith 
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Council had once repaired the footpath. Rectory-grove has ever 
since 1842 been open to the public. No surveyor’s accounts were 
produced, nor was there any evidence that a certificate hud been 
enrolled or steps taken under sections 23 or 84 of the Highway Act, 1835. 
The justices found that Rectory-grove was a highway repairable by 
the inhabitants at large, and for that reason dismissed the information. 
For the appellants the point was taken that no highway made after the 
20th of March, 1836 (the date of the coming into operation of the 
Highway Act, 1835) could be or become a highway repairable by the 
inhabitants at large until the provisions of sections 23 and 84 of that Act 
had been complied with. Admuttedly Rectory-grove was not laid out as 
a road until 1842, and therefore the presumption of dedication to the 
public could not be assumed. For the respondents, it was said, the onus 
of shewing that a road used by the public had not been dedicated to the 
public with all necessary formalities rested on the appellants, and having 
regard to the lapse of time the public had used the road the decision 
appealed from should be affirmed. 

‘'ne Covrr (Bruce and Purtirmors, JJ.), held that the justices were 
right in assuming that this highway was intended to be in substitution of 
the old, to which sections 84 and 92 would apply. If section 23 applied, 
a certificate of two justices which ought to be enrolled at quarter sessions 
was @ necessary condition before the highway could become repairable by 
the inhabitants. Actual enrolment, apparently, was not a necessary 
condition. It was quite possible that the certificate of the justices had 
been duly obtained, but had been lost. Ifthe case necessarily arose under 
sections 82 and 94 there was more difficulty, as the order made by 
quarter sestions should be forthcoming. The court in matters of ancient 
possession, or of the exercise of public, rights, was bound, in the absence 
of evidence to the contrary, to presume in favour of long, open, and 
continuous usage, and on that ground the appeal would be dismissed.— 
Oounset, Macmorran, Q C.. and R. C. Glen; Mattinson, Q.C., and Farle. 
Soxicrrors, G. Egerton Wright-Motion; W. § F. Gregson, Southend-on- 
Bea. 


[Reported by Easxuve Rein, Barrister-at-Law.1 


TRACEY ». PRETTY. Div. Court. 18th Jan. 


Pustic HeattH—Factory—SaniTary OonvENIENCcES—Facrory Insrecror— 
SANITARY AUTHORITY—JURISDICTION OF JUsTIcES—PusBLic HeatTH Acts 
AMENDMENT Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 59), ss. 7, 22—Facrory AND 
Worksnops Aots, 1878 (41 Vict. c. 16), s. 4; 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 75), 
8. 21; 895 (58 & 59 Vicr. c. 37), 8. 3. 

Case stated by justices who had refused to convict the respondent on 
an information charging him with non-compliance with a uotice by a 
factory inspector requiring him to provide his factory with sufficient 
accommodation by way of sanitary conveniences, the ground of the 
decision being that the existing accommodation was in fact sufficient. 
The fact of non-compliance with the notice was admitted or proved ; the 
question was as to the power of the justices to receive evidence of the 
sufficiency of the existing accommodation. The following cases were 
cited: St. Luke’s Vestry v. Lewis (31 L. J. M. C. 73), Sherborne Local Board 
v. Bogle (46 J. P. 675), Hargreaves v. Taylor (32 L. J. M. C. 111. 

Tue Oovurt (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and GrantHam, Bruce, and 
Daruine, JJ., Putimors, J., dissenting) allowed the appeal. 

Lord ALvExsToner, O.J., in the course of his judgment, said: I have come 
to the conclusion that the appellant is entitled to judgment. The 
substantial question which arires is whether upon a summons for penalties 
under sub-section 3 of section 22 of the Public Health Acts Amendment 
Act, 1890, for neglect to comply with a notice given by a factory inspector, 
it is competent for the magistrates to receive evidence upon the merits as 
to the nevessity for the sanitary accommodation required by such notice. 
The difficulty arises from the fact that the powers ot the factory inspector 
in the matter are given by reference to tbe powers of the sanitary authority 
under the Public Health Acts; and we have to determine to what extent 
the powers of the sanitary authority are transferred under the general 
words ueed. In dealing with cases of legislation by reference, 1 think 
that, as a rule, the primary consideration to be kept in view is the 
general scope and object of the amending legislation, as this affords some 
guide as to whether « wide or narrow interpretation is to be pat upon 
general words or expressions capable of a wider or narrower meaning. 
By the 4th section of the Factory and Workcheps Act, 1878, it is 
provided that where it appears to an inspector under the Act that any 
neglect or default under the Act in relation to any water-closet, earth- 
closet, or other matter in the factory or workshop is punishable or 
remediable under the law relating to public health, and not under the 
Factory and Workshops Act, 1878, tne tor shall give notice in 
writing of such act, neglect, or default to the sanitary authority of the 
district, and i\ shall be the duty of the sanitary authority to make such 
inquiry into the subject of the notice and take such action thereon as to 
the authority may seem proper for the purpose of enforcing the law. 
The material provisions of the law relating to public health which were in 
force at that ume—namely, at the passing of the Factory and Workshop 
Acts, 1878, are to be found in sections 35, 36, and 38 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875. The most material section is tne 38th. No appeal was pro- 
vided against the requirements of the local authority under tnat Act. By 
section 22 of the Public Health Amendment Act, 1890, which is the 
question under which this case arises, further powers were given to the 
sanitary authority,  Sub-section 1 of that section vides that every 
building used as a workshop shall be provided with sutlicient and suitable 
accommodation in the es of sanitary convenience, having regard to 
the number of persons employed, and also where persons of both sexes are 
employed with proper separate accommodation for persons of each 
sex. }t further provides by sub-section 2 that where it appears to an urban 


authority on the of their surveyor that the provisions of the section 
are not complied with they may by written notice require the owner 
or occupier to make’ alterations and additions therein as may be 
uw to give such sufficient, suitable, and proper accommodation. 
Sub-section 3 prescribes a penalty for neglect or refusal to comply with 
such notice. Pausiog fora moment, it was contended on of the 
respondents that under this section the urban authority could only give a 
general notice requiring the owner or occupier to provide sufficient and 
proper accommodation ; on behalf of the appellants it was contended that 
the urban authority must by the notice specify the alterations and ad- 
ditions which they require to be made. I think the latter view is correct. 
The section provides a penalty for neglect or refusal to comply with the 
notice. It would, I think, be inconsistent with such an enactment that 
the notice should be im general terms only, as the person to whom 
it was given would in that case have no means of knowing how 
he could avoid the liability to a penalty. But in addition, by section 
Toft the same Act, an appeal to quarter sessions is given against 
any r quirement of a local authority, and I think it was intended 
that on such an appeal not only the question of the necessity for some 
additional accommodation but also the reasonableness or propriety 
of the amount of the accommodation required by the notice might 
be raised. It was further contended before us on behalf of the 
respondents that section 4 of the Act of 1878 did not apply to this section, 
that section 4 enabled notice to be given only in the case of some neglect 
or default in relation to an existing water-closet, earth-clocet, privy, or 
ash-pit, and not in relation to alleged insufficiency of accommodation. In 
my opinion this contention is unsound. [ think the 
may give notice to the sanitary authority in respect of a neglect [ the 
owner or occupier of a to comply with the provisions of eub- 
section 1 of sec. ion 22 of the Act of 1890 I may further point out that 
tuis seems to be placed beyond all doubt by the provisions of section 35 
of the Factory and Workshops Act, 1895, which provides that in every 
place where section 22 of the Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890, 
1s not in force every factory or workshop where persons of both sexes are 
employed shall have se accommodation, and that a factory or 
workshop in which there is contravention of this section shall be deemed 
not to be occupied in conformity with the Factory and Workshops Act, 
1878. If section 22 of the Act of 1890 is in force the rights and duties of the 
parties must be governed by that section. Thus far I have only con- 
sidered the powers which were given to the factory inspector to put the 
sanitary authoricy in motion ; but by sub-section 2 of section 2 of the Act 
of 1891, under waich the particular question in case arises, it is provided 
that where notice of an act, neglect, or default is given by the i 
inspector under section 4 of the Act of 1878 to a sanitary authority and 
proceedings are not taken within a reasonable time (fixed by sub-section 2 
of section 3 of the Factory and Workshops Act, 1895, at one month) for 
punishing or remedying the act, neglect, or default the inspector may take 
the like procecdin i remedying as the sanitary authority 
might have taken. The question which arises in this case is whether the 
words ‘‘like proceedings tor punishing or remedying”’ are confined to 
legal proceedings in respect of the neglect of an owner or occupier to 
comply with the notice given by an urban authority under sub-section 2 of 
section 22 of the Pabiic Health Act of 1890, or whether they give the factory 
inspector the right himself to give a notice under sub-section 2 of 
— 22 of the Act of 1890 — a and a made. 
he question is one of very great culty. The word “‘ proceedings ”’ is 
not tue word one would have expected to find as applicable to a notice or 
Moreover, unless a requirement given by a 
inspector is subject to the appeal to quarter sessions, under section 7 of 
the Act of 1590, as in the case of a requirement by the local authority, I 
should without hesitation have come to the conclusion that a factory 
inspector was rut entitled to give sucn notice. It seems to me clear that 
the Legislature could not, without express words, make the opinion of a 
factory inspector as to the amount of accommodation required final and 
conclusive upon the factory owner or occupier. But the words id sub- 
section 2 of section 2 of the Act of 1891 are “‘ the like proceedings for 
punishing or remedying the same,’’ and unless we hold that the factory 
inspector may give the notice provided by sub-section 2 of section 22 of 
the Act of 1890, it seems to me that we should be giving no effect to the 


words ‘*‘p for remedying ”’ as distinguiched from 3 
It is here { think that we get assistance in considering what is the general 
tendency and scope of the legislation. By the Act of 1878 the in- 


spectorcould only give notice tothe sanitary authority. Thesanitary authority 
could only give a general notice to the factory owner. By the Act of 1890 
farther powers are given to the sanitary authority and an appeal 1s provided 
agaiust the requirement. Section 2 of the Act of 1891 appears to deal 
with the case where the sanitary authority for some reason or other does 
not take sufficient steps to exercise their powers, and I think we can 
gather from this course of that it was mtended to supplement 
the powers of the sanitary au’ by giving the factory imspector an 
independent power of taking gs tor and a 
cases in whica the eanitary authority neglected to act. It was 
before us by the respondents that no appeal was given in the case of a 
notice of requirement served by the factory . I have 

said that if 1 nad come to this conclusion I 
favour of the appellant; but if the view which I have taken is correct— 


viz., that the factory inspector stands in the of the local authority 
for the purpose of giving a notice of requirement uader sub-secnon 2 of 
section 22 of the Act of 1890—then m my the words “like 


” would render any such 
section 7 of the same Act. If this view be correct, 
be given to that which I gather to have been the mtention of the 

ture without any injustice to the factory or workshop owner. The 
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notice given by the factory inspector will be subject to appeal, and, if not 
ap against, would have the same effect asa notice given by the 
sanitary authority. There remains one other contention of the respondents 
which must be noticed. It was urged that upon the hearing of asummons 
under sub-section 3 of section 22 of the Act of 1890, founded upon the 
notice given by the urban sanitary authority or the factory inspector, the 
question of the necessity for, or reasonableness of, the requirements 
specified in such notice could be examined. -That such question cannot be 
raised in the case of a notice of requirement given by the sanitary authority 
is in my opinion decided not only by the terms of the section itself but by 
a long series of decisions referred to by the Attorney-General in reply. 
Upon such a summons, in my opinion, the only question which could be 
raised is whether there has been a neglect or refusal to comply with such 
notice. Any question as to the validity of the requirements must be 
raised, if at all, by appeal to quarter sessions. Ido net think, moreover, 
that the argum2nt that there is a distinction in the case of a 
notice given by the factory inspector in this respect can be maintained. 
It was urged that because such a question would be open, in the case of 
procee jiogs taken under section 81 of the Factory and Workshops Act, 
1888, in respect of a breach of section 35 of the Factory and Workshops 
Act, 1895, it ought also to be opan in the case of proceedings taken by a 
factory inspector under sub-section 3 of section 22 of the Act of 1890. 
For the reas.ns I have given in the earlier part of my judgment I do not 
think this contention can prevail. I thiak thatif a notice can be given bya 
factory inspector under sub-section 2 of section 22, it has the same effect, 
if not appealed against, for all purposes as a notice given by the sanitary 
authority. For the above reasons I am of opinion that judgment should 
be given for the appel'aut and the case remitted to the magistrates. 

Grantaam, J., concurred, but without giving any opinion as to the right 
of appeal from the factory inspector to quarter sessions. 

Bravce and Dar.ine, JJ., concurred with the judgment of the Lord 
Caief Justice. 

Puitimore, J., dissented, holding that the factory inspector had no 
power to overrule the decision of the sanitary authority and to determine 
the question of the sufficiency of the accommodation.—CovnszL, Sir R. B. 
Finlay, A.G., Henry Sutton, and R. D. Muir ; Macmorran, Q.C., and £. E£. 
Wild. Souicittors, The Treasury Solicitor ; Percy Gates, for G. C. Bantoft, 
Ipswich. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Dict, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Winding-up Cases. 
Re LONDON AND NORTHERN BANK (LIM.), Wright, J. 15th Jan. 


Company — Wixvixe ur —Drrecror’s Fexes—Ansence Fvrom MeerTinGs 
Wiruovt Srectat Leave. 


Application by a director of the company, that the liquidator might be 
orderad to admit his proof for £400 in respect of director’s fees and £45 for 
travelling exp:nses. It was provided by the articles of association of the 
company that directors’ travelling expenses should be paid, and the 
smalier of the two sums claimed was not disputed. Tne articles also 
provided as follows: ‘‘ The office of a director shall ipso facto be vacated 
é if he absents himself from the meetings of the directors during 
a period of three months without special leave of absence from the 
directors.”” The renumeration provided for the directors by the articles 
was at the rate of £300 per annum. Tne applicant was appointed a director 
on the 3rd of August, 1898, and attended board meetings until the 3rd of 
Febraary, 1899. At tae last of these meetings, the directors in his presence 
passed a resolation providing that the directors should receive no remunera- 
tioa uatil a dividend was declared on the ordinary shares of the company. 
After the 3rd of February, 1598, the applicant attended no more meetings, 
and was absent in the South of France (without special leave of absence 
from the board) until the 3rd of May following, when the directors 
informed him by letter that he had ceased to be a director in consequence 
of the three months’ absence. He now claimed to be entitled to fees from 
the 3rd of August, 1598, to the 29th of December, 1899, the date when 
the company went into liquidation. The liquidator replied that the 
directors had rightly declared that he had forfeited his directorship from 
the 3rd of May, 1898. 

Waicut, J.—I am not satisfied that there was anything in the nature of 
involuntary absence. The expression ‘‘ absents himself’’ must mean some- 
thing more than “‘is absent.” I cannot think that there was anything to 

ent the applicant from attending the directors’ meetin 

from which he was absent, and in my judgment he absented himself. 
Nevertheless the directors were wrong in their contention that he 
vacated his office in May. He did not begin to absent himself till the date 
of the meeting which he could have attended on the 3rd of March. 
Supposing the applicant did not vacate office in May, he vacated it before 
the end of his year of office, and was not entitled to have the remuneration 
The principal difficulty in his way. however, is the resolu- 

of the 3rd of February. Lambert v. Northern Railway of Buenos Ayres Oo. 

(18 W. B. 180) is not an authority in his favour, for the observations of 
the Vice-Chancellor ia that case apply only to past remuneration. In this 
case, on the ord of February nothing was due to the directors; their 
was not due until the of the year. ‘The agreement was 

only partially performed, and there had been no breach of it. In these 
Circumstances it was open to them to make a new contract with the com- 
pauy, verbally altering the contract as to remuneration.. The directors 
acting for the company could make such 2 contract with each director. 
Moreover, the resolution has been communicated to the shareholders, 
ar ae not make any difference unless it is shewn that on the 
faith of it the disectors have altered their position. The applicant can only 





succeed in respect of his travelling expenses. There will be leave to appeal, 
if necessary.—OounsrL, McCall, Q.C., and 7. Douglas; Tindal Atkinson, 
Q.C., and Cairns. Soxicrrors, Nunn, Popham, § Starkie ; Helder, Roberts, 
Walton, § Thomas, for Simpson § Simpson, Leeds. 


[Reported by J. F. Iszx1x, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re LADY FORREST (MURCHISON) GOLD MINES (LIM.). Wright, J. 
16th and 17th Jan. 


CompaNy—WInpInc vup—MIsFEASANCE—DIREcTOR ON BoarpD OF VENDOR 
ComraNy—Fatture to Disciose. 


Misfeasance summons by creditors against G. D. Simpson, a director of 
the company. The summons claimed (1) £1,500 paid to Simpson by the 
company under circumstances which, it was alleged, made the payment 
ultra vires ; (2) to have Simpson declared liable to repay certain sums of cash, 
and to account for the value of certain fully-paid shares in the company 
on the ground that there was a secret profit made by him as a promoter 
of the company without its knowledge or sanction in consequence of 
the purchase by the company of certain mining properties in Western 
Australia in which Simpson was interested. It appeared that these 
a were sold to the company by a syndicate which had the same 

oard of directors as the company, including the respondent. This fact 
was disclosed on the face of a prospectus issued by the syndicate and 
offering shares in the company for public subscription. It also appeared 
from the same prospectus that the syndicate had acquired the property 
about eight months before, and that the directors of the syndicate intended, 
in accordance with the original programms put forward, to hand over the 
property to a larger company with the view of immediately erecting a 
twenty-stamp battery, and increasing it to fifty stamps as early as possible. 
As regards the first sum claimed by the company no legal point of any 
interest arose, and Wright, J., held that the respondent was liable to 
repay the sum. With respect to the second point, it was argued 
on behalf of the respondent that he was not liable to make restitution 
because at the time when he acquired an interest in the syndicate he 
was in no fiduciary position as regards the company, the property did 
not belong to him, and he was only a director and large shareholder in 
the promoting syndicate. The present, it was further said, was no case of 
fraud, but only of insufficient disclosure; and the proper remedy of the 
company, if any, was to sue for rescission of the contract with the syndicate. 
The applicants replied that there was a duty on the respondent to disclose 
his interest, and he had failed to discharge that duty and must refund. 

Wericat, J., after deciding that the applicant was liable to pay £1,500 
on the first claim in the summons, continued as follows: On the second 
claim a more difficult question arises. ‘The findings of fact on which the 
court relied in Re Olympia (Limited) (1898, 2 Ch. 153, 46 W. R. Dig. 32; 
1900, App. Cas. 240, 48 W. R. Dig. 34) do not exist in the present case. 
Those findings were (1) That there was from the beginning a commencement 
of promotion ; in fact the property was acquired in such a way as to make 
the vendors promoters of the purchasing company ; (2) that there was an 
express and fraudulent misrepresentation. In the present case neither of 
these factsis present. Looking at the prospectus of the vendor syndicate and 
another prospectus issued by the company, and at the other circumstances, it 
is apparent that the syndicate acquired the property without having an 
intention to sell it to another company, though they may have regarded it 
as a possible event that in the future a company with a larger capital 
might be formed to take it over fromthem at a profit. They had no 
_— intention of forming any such company, and therefore it cannot 

said that they were in a fiduciary position at the time of the sale. Nor 
was there any express fraud, as there was in the case of Re Olympia 
(Limited) ; the directors were guilty only of a breach of duty and not of 
fraud. It was disclosed that the directors of the syndicate and 
the company were the same persons, and it was apparent that 
the sale to the company was at a profit. The directors did not 
disclose what profit they were making, and in this respect the breach 
of duty was committed; but this is a very different thing from such 
gross fraud as there was in the case of Re Olympia (Limited). That 
being so, can the respondent be made liable on general grounds? If it were 
possible, I should have followed the judgment of Bowen, L.J., in Re Cape 
Breton Co (33 W. R. 788, 29 Oh. D. 795, 807), but now I am not at liberty to 
doo. As one of the directors the respondent was making a profit, though 
not a dishonest profit, and as there was no independent board he ought to 
have disclosed it. I am, however, precluded from deciding that he is 
liable to repay it by the judgments of the other judges of the Court of 
Appeal in Le Cape Breton Co., a decision which has been described as 
explained by the s facts of the case, and by the decisions not relating 
to special facts in Ladywell Mining Oo. v. Brookes (35 W. R. 786, 35 Oh. D. 
400), and the judgment of Lord Oairns in Erlanger vy. New Sombrero 
Phosphate Co. (27 W. BR. 65, 3 App. Cas. 1218, 1235). What was there 
stated amounts in effect to this, that although under such circumstances 
there is ground for rescission of the agreement, there is not enough to make 
@ director liable to repay the profite received by him.” These cases have 
been often discus: or criticized, but they have never been expressly 
dissented from or overruled, This part of the summons must be 
dismissed. There will be a stay of execution, ding an appeal.— 
CovunszL, Eady, Q.C., and J. W. Manning; Jenkins, Q.0., and Muir 
Mackenzie. Sorsictons, Dale, Newman, § Hood ; Harwood § Stephenson. 


[Reported by J. ¥. Isusin, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Mr. Henry Fisher, jun., solicitor, of 69, Warwick-street, Regent 
street; London, desires us to state that he has no connection with the Mr. 
H. Fisher, of 34, King-street, Cheapside, against whom a receiving ordet 
was made on the 18th inst. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


FEES UNDER THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS AND THE LAND 
REGISTRY (MIDDLESEX DEEDS) ACT, 1891. 


The following Order has been made by the Treasury with the concurrence 
of the Lord Chancellor under section 3 of the Public Offices Fees Act, 1879, 
viz, :— 

OrpEeR unDER Szction 3 or THE Pusuic Orrices Fes Act, 1879. 


Fees payable under the Land Registry Act, 1862, the Land Transfer Acts, 1815 
and 1897, and the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891. 


Whereas by section 3 of the Public Offices Fees Act, 1879, it is provided 
that the Treasury may from time to time make, and when made revoke, 
alter, and add to, regulations for all or any of the following purposes 
respecting fees in any public office; that is to say : 

1. Regulating the manner in which the fees taken in money are to 
be taken, accounted for, and paid over. 

2. Determining the use of impressed or adhesive stamps and the mode 
of cancellation of adhesive stamps. 

3. Regulating the use of stamps and prescribing the application 
thereof to documents from time to time in use, and requiring 
documents to be used for the purpose of such stamps. 

Provided that any such regulations which may relate to the office of any 
court of law shall be made with the consent of the Lord Chancellor. 

Now we, the undersigned, being two of the Lords Commissioners of her 
Majesty’s Treasury, with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, do, in 
pursuance of the provisions of the Public Offices Fees Act, 1879, s. 3, hereby 
give notice, order, and direct that from and after the first day of January, 
one thousand nine hundred and one, the stamps used for denoting the fees 
and percentages taken under the Land Registry Act, 1862, the Land 
Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, and the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) 
Act, 1891, shall be of the character and be applied and otherwise dealt with 
in the manner prescribed in the Schedules hereto, all previous Orders on the 
subject being hereby cancelled from the above-mentioned date. 

The impressed stamps herein referred to shall be of such design and 
character as the Commissioners of Inland Revenue may from time to time 
adopt for the purpose. The adhesive stamps shall be such as have heretofore 
been in use, being all over-printed with the words “Land Registry” and 
with the respective values in figures. They shall all be cancelled by a 
stamp containing the word ** Cancelled,’’ and the date, or otherwise, as the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue may from time to time direct. 

And we do further direct that this Order shall be binding on all officers 
and persons whom it may in any way affect. 

(Signed) W. H. Fisusr, 
H. T. AnsTrRuTHER, 
Two of the Lords of Her Majesty's Treasury. 

Dated the 4th day of December, 1900. 

I concur in this Order, 








(Signed) Haussury, CO, 
SCHEDULE I. 
Lanp Reoistry Act, 1862. 
Character of 
Document to be 
Proceeding. Stamped, oo > be 
For registering of every conveyance or | Application ... Impressed 
transfer for value, and of every mortgage 
or charge 
For registration of every transmission, and Do avs Do. 
of every conveyance or transfer when the 
transaction is not for value 
For every land certificate or certificate of Do. aa Do. 
incumbrance 
For every statement for the Court signed | Statement... | Do. 
by the Registrar 
For every separate record on separate regis- | Draft entry .../ Do. 
tration (under section 28) of land already 
entered on register | 
For every notice (under section 77) entered | Notice... we | Do. 
on register 
For every caveat or restriction on trans- | Caveat we Do. 
ferring or charging any land or charge 
For every abstract left in the office... «»» | Abstract ane Do. 
For examination of abstract with deed Do. one Do, 
when made by the officers of the | 
may ogee (per hour) 
For the registration of any lease or agree- | Application ...| Do. 
ment for a lease, or reconveyance or 
release of mortgage 
For removal of any registered instrument Do. Do. 
from the register or the erasure or can- 
cellation of any. official note (under 
section 87) 
For the exccution of every instrument Do. aa Do. 
prepared (under section 64) at the office | 
For removal of any restriction on trans- Do. eee | Do. 
forring or charging land or a 
For every summons to attend the Registrar | Summons ..., Do, 
For the inspection of the register or of any | Application ... Do. 
document kept in the office 











Proceeding. 





For every extract from or copy of anyentry Extract or copy — 
—_ registry or document kept in the 
Office 

For the registration of any memorial or | Application ... Do. 
other document, matter, or thing for | 
which no other fee is payable 

For examining print of deeds where the Print ... ite 
same are not in statutory form (per side) ¢ adhesive 

For filing an affidavit or declaration ... | Affidavit or | Impressed 


declaration 
For administering an oath or affidavit Do. Do. 
For every exhibit therewith... eS A _ Do. Do. 
For every notice under the Seal of the Office | Notice... .. - Do. 
For the removal of land from the register _ Application ... Do. 


(under section 34) 





Provided that in any case where an application or document is delivered 
at the Registry by post, an adhesive stamp may be used and may be affixed 
to any relevant documeat in the matter. 

SCHEDULE If, 
Lanp Transrer Acts, 1875 anp 1897, 


Character of 


Proceeding. —— be | Stamp tobe 





(a.) For entry of first proprietorship of land | Draft entries... Impressed 

with possessory title 
For the registration of charges, and | Instrument or Do. 

transfers of land and charges for | application 
valuable consideration; and for the | 
removal of land from the register | 

(6.) For registration of transmission, and of Do. Do. 
transfers not for value (including | 
exchanges), notices of leases, rectifi- | 
cations of the register under the | 
95th section of the Act of 1875, and | 
entries and corrections under Rules | 
97 and 117 

(c.) For entry of first proprietorship of | Draft entries... Do. 
leasehold land on the occasion of the | 
original grant of the lease, and for | 
entry of first proprietorship of free- | 
hold land with a possessory title on | 
the occasion of a grant wholly or 
partially in consideration ef a rent 

For registration of the transferee ona | Instrument or | Do. 


transfer of freehold land on a like | application 
occasion 
(d.) For entry of first proprietorship of land , Application for Do. 
with an absolute or qualified title | Tegistration 
(e.) For registration of the proprietorship of | Do. Do. 
an incumbrance prior to registra- | 
tion, and of the transfer or trans- | 
mission thereof | 
(f.) For a land certificate, or certificate of | Application ... Do. 
charge, except where required by | 
the Acts or Rules to be issued free | 
of charge 
(y-) For altering a land certificate to Do. ~- | Da. 
correspond with the register, except 
where such alteration is required by 
the Acts or Rules to be made free of | 
charge 
(A.) For registering an inhibition ... ‘a Do. Deo. 
For annexing conditions to land “i Do, Do. 
For entering notice of an estate in Do. Do. 
dower or by courtes 
For preparing or settling a statement Statement Do. 
for the court 
For registering a caution or restriction | Application ... Do. 
For alteration or withdrawal of an | Do, Do, 
inhibition 
For discharging or altering conditions | Do Do. 
For entering a note or notice under the Do. Do, 
18th section of the Act of 1875 | 
For an entry negativing or altering im- | Do Do. 
plied covenants, powers, priorities, &o. 
For examination of a married woman Certiticate Do. 
by an officer of the Registry 
For comparison of abstracts with deeds | Abstract Da 
by officers of the Registry (per hour) 
For entering an additional address for | Application .. Do. 
service 
For certificate of result of official search i for Da 
—per title AR riaeake 








miandcibabataanabipteramatipndin 
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Character of 
| Document to be 
Proceeding. Stamped. — by be 
For alteration or withdrawal of a caution | | Application «+ | Do. 
or restriction | 
For a summons ... Summons... | Do. 
For inspection of any “document not Application ... | Do. 
referred to in the register 
For any enery in the register for which _ Instrument, 
no other fee is provided applicationor | Do. 
draft entry | 
For noting the determination of a lease Application ... | Do. 


or of an estate in dower o1 by —— 
For taking an affidavit or declaration... Affidavit or | Impressed or 
declaration | adhesive 


For each exhibit thereto Affidavit, &c... | Do. 
For entering notice of mortgage by Notice oe | Dun 
deposit of certificate | 
~ every notice under the Registry DOs .-. | Impressed 
tamp 

For office copies ... Office copies ... | Impressed or 
adhesive 

For copies of plans Application ....| Do. 








Provided that in any case case ‘where | an application of document is delivered 
at the Registry by post, an adhesive stamp may be used and may be affixed 
to any relevant document in the matter. 

SCHEDULE III. 
Laxp Recistrey (Mippiesex Deeps) Act, 1891. 








Character of 
Peeves " Document to be | Stam be 
—_ Stamped. Ag 
1. Registration of a memorial or vacating Memorial ... | Impressed 
an entry of a mortgage (except ander 
420d section of the Building Societies 
Act, 1874 
2. Vawting a entry of a mortgage under Book ... ... | Adhesive 
the said section of the last-mentioned 
Act 
3. Ordinary search name Application ... | Impressed 
4. Official search— o 
For 10 years or less ... oie Do, Do. 
For every further 5 years or less we Do. Do. 
If more entries are found than at Do. Do. 
the rate of 10 for every 5 years, 
then for every 5 or part of 5, 
extra entrics 
5. Statutory declaration takeninthe office Declaration —o or 
adhesive 
6. Exhibit thereto Do. Do. 
; 3 “Ge tebe - a memorial in the office Memorial... Do. 
8. Pd quarter of an Do, Do. 
hour (or less fend ry 
9. Retarn of instrument (if required) withio Do. Do. 
24 boars of its being left in the office 
10. Office copy or extract ~ 
For every 100 words .. Office copy or Do, 


Together with a charge, where the extract 
= is required, of 1s. for every 
matter of an hour ‘or lees) em- 


ae in ite preparation. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


Jen. 71.—Mr. EL P. nce in the chair.—Mr. R. C. Nesbitt moved: 
“ That the decision of t Court of A lin the Toff Vale Railway Co. ¥. 
The Amalgamated Society of Railway wants (84 L. LI. B, (Dec. 22, 1900] 
474, and Tunes, Gov. 72, 1900) wae w Bad A. A. Yayler o 
The debate was vontinued by Mesers T.  Guaatie, 3'F. W Galoaith, 
BR. D. Workman, 6. Davey, 6. G. Streeter, and k. F. Spence. The 
action was lost. 





THE SOLICITORS’ MANAGING CLERKS’ ASSOCIATION. 
Pee tollowing are extracts from the eighth annual report of the council : 
The councll of the ssecciation, © penang ee their report for the year 
19%), axe So be able to rex “ ot a of the asno- 
Catiom. It has been able to meet the whole A its liabilities to the ond of 
in Without reducing the balance brought forward at the beginning 


A ta ili te prev ros Thirty-one new members 
tows fined nro yeat. The amocation « to receive the 





who have not yet become members to join the association, and by 
increasing the roll of membership give it greater strength in carrying out 
its aims for the improvement of the status of managing clerks. The 
influence which the association has hitherto exercised towards the 
establishment of that fraternity and esprit de corps between its members 
which is desired, happily continues to incresse, and as the membership is 
——— will, it is anticipated, be farther enhanced. Such a result cannot 

to strengthen the position of managing clerks and render the carrying out 
of their duties less arduous, whilst it must immeasurably benefit their princi- 
pals. One of the encouraging features of the association’s work isthe increased 
interest shewn by the members in the quarterly meetings and the larger 
attendance thereat. The discussions at these meetings of difficult points 
of practice and procedure, and the interchange of practical opinions 
thereon, cannot fail to be-extremely helpful to the members, many of 
whom are now beginning to appreciate their value. Members are invited 
to avail themselves of this advantage by entering any doubtful points 
they may have to deal with in the book provided for the purpose, when 
facilities will be given for their full consideration. The series of law 
lectures which have formed, since the year 1897, an important 
advantage of the association continus to be highly appreciated and largely 
attended, and during the past year the association has been honoured 
both by the bench and bar in connection with this branch of its work, 
It cannot be otherwise than a great encouragement to the association to 
know that its legal educational efforts have received, not only quite 
recently the approbation of the Lord Chief Justice (Lord Alverstone) as 
well as of others members of the bench, but also have aroused, as they 
have done, much interest in legal circles generally. Considerable 
additions! have been made to the library, which now exceefls 
500 books, iocluding most of the latest editions of text-books. 
The question of the appointment of clerkships in the judges’ chambers 
aud ocner law offices has been considered by the council, and petitions on 
the subject have been prerented to the Right Hon. the Lord Chancellor, 
the Right Hon. the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Right Hon. the 
Master of the Rolle, and the Right Hon. the President of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division, and the council trust that the petitions 
may be productive of advantage to managing clerks generally. The 
subject will continue t» receive the attention and consideration of the 
council. The conncil are in communication with the authorities at the 
Law Courts, the secretary of the Law Institution, and the National 
Telephone Co. (Limited) with a view of obtaiving increased facilities for 
telephonic communication in the courts and offices. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


The Travers-Smith Scholarship for the year 1900 has been awarded to 
Mr. Wilfred John Anderson, B.A. (Oxon). 





COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


The following are the awards of the Council of Legal Education upon 
the recent Hilary examination held in the Middle Temple Hall on the 
18th, 19th, and 20th of December last : 


Roman Law. 


Class I.—Alured M. Wilsher, Gray’s-inn. 

Class 1J.—Percy H. Ezechiel. Middle Temple; Govind K. Gadgil, 
Lincoln’s-inn ; Robert H. Headley and John S. Low, Middle Temple ; 
Ernest G. Palmer, Lincoln’s-inn; Arthur V. Pror, Inner Temple; 
George D. Stenford, Middle Temple ; Claude B. Wylde, Inuer Temple. 

Class 1II.—Hira L. Ahuja, Lincoln’s-inn; Charles E. Begram, Inner 
Temple; Raphael E. Beielios, Middle Temple; Francis H. Bonham- 
Carter, Inner Temple; John Camell and Robert F. Carnegie, Middle 
Temple; Frank W. Chieman, Leonetto P. Cipriani, Henry D. 
Cornish, and Digby Cotes-Preedy, Inner Temple; Albert L. Cotton and 
Benjamin Dickinson, Lincoln’s-inn ; Faz)-i-Husain, Gray’s-inn ; Horace 
C. Fenton, Middie Temple; Nusserwanji B. Gazder, Lincoln’s-inn ; James 
R.C. H Geddes, Inner Temple; Pierre F'. A. Gellé, Middle Temple ; 
Harold W. Giffard, Lincoln’s-inn; William H. Gimblett, Middle Temple ; 
> D. Harben, James R. B. Hart, Kenneth H. Hathorn, and William 

Sesemen, Inner Temple; Willism E. Hughes, Middle Temple; 
Campbell B. Hulton, loner Temple; William E R. Innes, Middle 
Temple; Cowa: jee Jehaugbier, Iuner Temple ; Qamar 8. Kban, Lincoln’s- 
inn ; Alfred O. Lawrence and Jules L. le Conté, Middle Tem le ; Richard 
W. Moore and Cornelius 0. Morley, Inner Temple ; William . Newberry, 
on ’s-inn; Harold 8. Nicholas, Inner Temple; Herbert R. Palmer, 

le Temple ; Joseph W, Veirson, Inner Temple; John N. A. Phillips, 
en *g-inn ; Henry ( Robertson, Inner Temple ; Francis B. B, Shand, 

Middle Temple ; Lakshmi N. Sharma, (iray s-inn; Kanwar H. Singb, 
Linoola’ s-inn ; James 8. Tew, Victor M. U. ‘ rotter, and Reginald Unwin, 
Inner Temple; Harry B. Vaise also Lincoln’s-ion ; John |’. Valetta, Inner 
Temple ; Keohwar D. Varma, Lincoln’s-inn; Ernest A, 8. Watt, Inner 
Temple; and Ferdinand M. Wheatley, Middle Temple. 

Tne number examined won 82, of whom 52 passed. Six candidates 
were ordered not to be admitted for further examination until the Trinity 
examination, 1901. 


Comwrrrurionan Law anv Leos, Hiwrony. 


Class L—William J. Gandy, Middle Temple, and Edward D. O. Lake, 
LAncoln’s-inn, 
Claes LI, rr gg Bayly and Wilfred G. Brown, Lincoln’s-inn ; Jobn 


cet pont py ft the bench sad both bramches of the legal domes Vn Middle ae — Charles Doughty, Lincoln's-inn ; William 


be on inducement t» those managing clerks 


Francis B, wmith and Lewis 0, Loyd, 
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Inner Temple; Courtney Terrell, Gray’s-inn ; and Victor M. C Trotter, 
Inver Temple. Pa 

Class III —Syed A. Ali, Inner Temple ; Syed M. Ali, Middle Temple ; 
Harold B. Barkworth, Inner Temple; Francis T. V. Bayly, Middle 
Temple; Edward 8. M. Bell, Inner Temple; Bernard W. Bentinck and 
Arthur J. M. Brice, Middle Temple ; John 8. C. Bridge, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Surendra N. Chandra, Gray’s-inn ; Oherles L. Collard, Henry D. Cornish, 
George L. Cox, and William D. Crewdson, Inner Temple; Llewelyn 
©. Dalton, Gray’s-inn; Christopher J. W. Farwell, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Frederick P. Fausset and Frederic L. V. Fildes, Inner Temple; Dennis 
G. Gilmore, Lincoln’s-inn ; Henry G. Greatrex, Middle Temple; Thomas 
J. M. Greenfield, Lincoln’s-inn ; Thomas de la G. Grissell and Arthur 
Hacking, Inner Temple; Michael J. Harnedy, Lincoln’s-inn ; Robert H. 
Headley, Middle Temple; James G. Heath, William A. Hensman, and 
Francis H. B. Hodgson, Inner Temple; Arthur W. Howe, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Campbell B. Hulton, Inner Temple; Gilbert H. J. Hurst, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
John O. Jackson, Inner Temple; George C. Maclean and Edward P 
Manby, Middle Temple; William H. Mills, Gray’s-inn ; John W. Neill 
and Ernest G. Palmer, Lincoln’s-inn ; Joseph W. Peirson, Arthur V. 
Prior, Henry H. Ramsden, and Claud V., Rawlence, Inner Temple; 
Pramatha N. Sen, Syed M. Sheriff, and John Shives, Middle Temple ; 
Charles F. W. Struben and Charles W. W..Surridge, Inner Temple; 
Alfred R. Taylour, William U. Timmis, and Wiliam H. Williams, 
Lincoln’s-inn ; and Henry G. W. Zerffi, Middle Temple. 

The number examined was 98, of whom 60 passed. Six candidates were 
ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the Trinity 
examination, 1901. 

Evipence, Procepvurg, AND Criuinat Law. 

Cxass I.—Wilfred G. Brown, Lincoln’s-inn ; Montaga H. Cox, Gray’s- 
inn; William J. Gandy, Middle Temple; Edward L. R. Kelsey, Inner 
Temple ; Rudolph Moritz, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Crass 1I.— Herbert A. Baker, Inner Temple; Pestonji 8. Batlivala, 
Lincoln’s-inn ; Cecil W. Beresford, Middle Temple ; Harry C. Bickmore, 
Gray’s-inn ; Henry L. Brackenbury, Inner Temple; Charles Bray and 
Frederick J. Caswell, Middle Temple; Leonetto P. Cipriani, Ianer 
Temple; Llewelyn C. Dalton, Gray’s-inn; Stanford E. Downing, Lincoln’s- 
inn; William Finlay, Middie Temple; Harold W. Giffard, Lincoln’s-inn; 
Edward R. Harrison, Middle Temple; Daniel G. Hemmant, Inner 
Temple; Arthur K. N. Jordan, Gray’s-inn; Abdul M. Khan, Lincojn’s- 
inn; James P. Logan, Gray’s-inn; Herbert R. D. May and Gerard A. 
Moncrieff, Inner Temple; John W. Neill, Lincoln’s-inn; Gerald C. 
U’Gorman, Inner Temple; Alexander F. Russell, Middle Temple; Ran 
Singh, Lincoln’s-inn ; Edward V. sturdy, George R Taylor, Aubrey R. 
Thomas, and Ernest O. M. Trehern, Middle Temple: Victor M. C. 
Trotter and Basil B. Watson, Inner Temple; David Wilbams (No. 1), 
Middle Temple; hobert W. Wylie, Lincoln’s-inn ; and Allan Young, 
Inner Temple. 

Class II1[.—Harold B. Barkworth, Inner Temple; Robert Bayly, 

Lincoln’s-inn ; Bernhard W. Bentinck, Middle Temple; Samuel Birch, 
Gray’s-inn; Hugh OC. Bischoff, Inner Temple; Thomas P. Black, 
Lincoln’s-inn; Frank H. Boddington, Gray’s-inn; Wensley H. Bond, 
Inner Temple; Atul K. Bose, Lincoln’s-inn ; George F. S. Bowles and 
George R. Brigstocke, Inner Temple ; James R. Bull, Gray’s-inn ; Robert 
F. Carnegie, Middle Temple; Ratan Chand, Surendra N. Chandra, and 
Mohiny-Mohan Ohuckerbutty, Gray’s-inn; Arthur R. Oonder, 
Middle Temple; James R. Conyers, Inner ‘Temple; Henry H. Curtis- 
Bennett, Middle Tempie; Louis L. D’Abadie and Llewellyn 8. Davies, 
Inner Temple; Tekoo R. Ditta, Gray’s-inn ; Charles Doughty, Lincoln’s- 
inn; Francis E. B. Duff, Inner Temple; Walter D. Ellis, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Edgar T’. Fawssett, Robert E. Ford, and Charles V. Fox, Inner Temple; 
George Frost and William N. Graham, Middle Temple; James R. B 
Hart, Kenneth H. Hathorn, James G. Heath and Claud W. Heneage, 
Inner Temple; Arthur W. Howe, Lincoln’s-inn ; John H. Irvine, 
H. Jager, and Oowasjee Jehanghbier, Inner Temple; Thomas A. Jones, 
William 8. Jones, and Claude H. P. Lamond, Middle Temple; John A. 
Langston, Hubert F. Lowe, and Lewis U. Loyd, Inner Temple; Albert 
A. A. Lucas and Cheppudira T. Machaya, Middle Temple; Eugene 
N. Marais, Inner Temple; Tadashige Matsumoto and Peroshan P. 
Meherjee, Middle Temple; Gerald E. Mills, Inner Temple; Victor 
G. Milward and Eric ©. Moore, Middle Temple; Arthur de W. 
Mulligan, Gray’s-inn; Syud Nazeer-Hosain, Lincoln’s-inn; Balfour 
H. Neill and Harold 8. Nicholas, Inner Temple; Herbert R. Palmer, 
Middle Temple; Sital Parshad, Gray’s-inn; Walter Abbott Paynter, 
Inner Temple; Rudolf G. Pickthall, Lincoln’s-inn ; Harold W. Pollock, 
Inner Temple; Henry W. Ramsay-Fairfax-Lucy and Syed A. Raza, 
Middle Temple ; Rees P. Richards, Lincoln’s-inn; Harold U. B. Roberts, 
Inner Temple; Pramatha N. Sen, Middle Temple; Rachhpal Singh and 
Edward J. Steegman, Gray’s-inn; George W. P. Swinburn, Inner 
Temple; Jamehed K. Tarachand, Gray'’s-inn; Henry T. Thomson, 
Lincoln’s-inn; Percival E, W.Thornely, Inner Temple ; Frederick 8. Tollit, 
Middle Yemple ; Harry B. Vaisey, Lincoln's-inn ; Heotor R. H. M. van 
eaywakeng, Gray's-inn ; Lewis BE. Vaugban- Williams, Cecil O. Weatherly, 
aod Kobert H. Whitworth, Inner “Tonste; and William ©. Wise, 
Linooln’s-inn. 

The number examined was 187, of whom 116 passed, Two candidates 
were ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the Trinity 
examination, 1001, and one not until the Michaelmas examination, 1901, 

The following, having passed the fnal, receive pass certificates ; 

Class I.—studentabip awarded to William N Gibb, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Class [I,--Herbert M. Acler, Middle Temple; Geo H, Allen, Inner 
Temple; Arthur Sefton Cohen, Wilham J. Gandy, and Jobn ©. Gloster, 


Class III.—Mobamed Afzal and Wilfrid A. E. Austen, Gray’s-inn; 
Herbert A. Baker, Inner Temple; William R Bisschop, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Charles R. Brigstocke, Middle Temple; Thomas Close, Arthur H. A. 
Carrie, and Frederic J. de Mel, Temple; Ramani K. Does, 
Lincoln’s-inn; Robert G. Ellis, Inner Temple; Williem Finlay, Middle 
Temple; William W. Finlay, Inner Temple ; Herbert P. Fletcher, Middle 


Temple; Robert E. Ford, Inner er Walter Fram Middle Temple; 
Giles, Nugent C. Grant, and Charles P. Haw Inner Temple ; 
Richard A. Hornby, Middle Temple; Syed A Lincoln’s-inn 


Balkrishna B. Joshi, Gray’s-inn; Indrajit Kalabhai, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Uscar J. Kubn, Inner Temple; William C. A. Landon, Gray’s-inn; 
Henry D. 8. Leake, Inner Temple ; George Leigh, Gray’s-inn ; William J. 
Lias, Lincoln’s-inn; William 5. Lomax, Inner Temple; Victor G. 
Milward, Middle Temple ; hunath 8S. Pandit, Lincoln’s-inn; Richard 
Parry, Middle Temple ; yn Riviere, Lincoln’s-inn; Alexander F. 
Russe], Middle Temple; Kanwar Sain and Thomas C. Smith, Lincoln’s- 
inn; Frederick W. Thomas, Middle Temple; Thomas S. Tomlinson, 
Victor M. C. Trotter, and Edgar W. Walker, Inner Temple. 

The candidates examined numbered 83, of whom 48 pasted. Six 
candidates were ordered not to be admitted for examination again until 
the Trinity examination, 1901, and one not until the Michaelmas 
examination, 1901. 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—Jan. 22.—Mr. Alfred Dods in the 
chair.— The sad news of the death of the Queen was received early in the 
evening and announced to the members present by the secretary, Mr. F. 
H. Stephens, who moved the adjournment of the House. This was 
seconded by the treasurer, Mr. W. Arnold Jolly, and agreed to, and the 
House adjourned in silence. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Bravwont, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Junior 
= to the Attorney-General in Charity Matters, in succession to Mr. 





INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Five Pounds Reward.—Lost.—The original of a Deed of 

dated the 3lst of December, 1879, and made between Basil Morier of the 
one part and Richard Hill and Walter Alcock of the other 
deed is believed to have been in the possession, first of Messrs. Longeroft & 
Myers, of Clement’s-inn, and aiterwards of Mr. Joseph Myers, late of 
103, Cannon-street. The above sum will be paid to the person who shall 
first give information leading to the discovery of the deed. Apply to 
Messrs. Janson & Co., 22, College-bill, E.C. 


7 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DiasoLvrions. 
Grorcs Briecs Howarp and Leonarp Peasants Fexyer, solicitors 
(G. B. Howard & Fenner), 12, Gray's-inn-square, London. Dec. 31. 


Atrnonss Writerr Gonrs and Fraxnx Havitarn Havrttar, solicitors 
Gonin & Hayllar), Brighton, and 4, King-street, St. James’s, London. 
25. [ Gazette, Jan. 18. 
Horacr Mriirve and Watrsr Dopeson, solicitors (Milling £ Dodgson), 

. Dec, 31. | Gesette, Jan, 23. 





GENERAL. 


Of the fifty-two students awaiting ca’! to the bar, it is stated that nine- 
teen belong to the Inner , fourteen to the Middle Temple, ten to 
Gray’s-inn, and nine to *s-inn. 


The death is announced of Mr. Mahadev Govind Ranade, C.IE., j 
of the Bombay High Court. He is stated to have been held in 
esteem as an able and scholarly Indian publicist. 


Mesers. Ede & Son, robe makers, 93 and M4, Ch 
to insert the following for the guidance of the as regards the 
mourning. Court mourning: County court judges, Queen's Counsel, 
and recorders to appear in Paramatta gown, mourning bands, and weepers 
on coat. General mourning: Barristers, town Gletin, end ealuitens te 
appear in mourning bands. 

Mr. Justice Mathew has fixed the following commission days for holding 
the Winter Assizes cn the North Wales Cirouit—vis., Welshpool, 
be meg ety | 20; Dolgelly, Friday, Febraary 22; Carnarren, 
Monday, Febr 25; Beaumaris, Friday, March 1; Ruthin, M . 
March 4; Mold, Thureday, Maroh 7; Cheater, Saturday, Mareh 9; C 
Saturday, March 16. 

Mr. Justice Bruce has fixed the following commission days for the 
Winter Assizes on the South Wales Circuit: Haverfordwest, Tuesday, 
February 19; Lampeter, Saturday, February 


~lane, request us 





Middle ‘Lemple; Kvert J. van Gorkom, Gray's-inan; Ermmest H, Pooley 
and William G. 1}. Ritchie, Linooln’s-inn, 


Chester, : 
Rruce, JJ., will join each other at 


Roar i See iene a 
rads Mien Vane bray Ma 1 Mane ad 
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-** A Olerk of the Peace,” writing in the Zimes on County Magistrates 
and the Oath of Allegiance, says: ‘‘ Will you permit me to point out, for 
the convenience of country magistrates generally, the position in which 
they stand by reason of the death of our great and good Queen? The 
Act, 1 Anne, c. 2, s. 5, enacts that no commission of the peace 
shall be determined by the demise of any King or Queen of the realm, but 
that every commission shall be and continue in full force for the space 
of six months next ensuing, unless superseded by her Majesty, her 
heirs or successors. Magistrates need not, therefore, take the oath of 
allegiance to the King pend'ng six months or the issue of a new 
commission in the meantime. As regards the judicial oath for due 
execution of the office, the same condition of things applies, if the oath, 
taken to her Majesty the Queen, extends to her successor. [If not, 
magistrates should qualify in that respect as soon as possible after the 

of the King’s accession.”’ 

The Merchant Service Guild, through their solicitors, Messrs. Miller & Son, 
have recently taken up the case of one of their members, who, on the 11th of 
December last, was bound over to appear as a witness in an assault case, 
on shipboard, to be tried at the Dorchester Assizes. The member, 
who was the captain of the steamer on board which the assault took place, 
had in consequence to relinquish his command—a step which involved 
serious i loss through the absence of employment for a consider- 
able . The only amount which the court had power to grant was 
3s. per day for the interval between the opening of the assize and the 
beginning of the trial. Representations as to this great hardship were 
accordingly made to the Solicitor to the Treasury, who, in reply, states 
that he “ has reported tothe Board of Trade, asking them to instruct the 

i ent of Mercantile Marine at Cardiff to undertake the deten- 
tion and maintenance of the captain at the rate of 17s. 6d. per diem from 
the date on which he was bound over to the date of the assizes,’’ two fire- 
men witnesses also to receive 6s. 6d. per day during this time. These 
amounts were granted out of the vote for law charges. The Merchant 
Service Guild regard this concession as most valuable. 

The Appellate Division of the Supreme Court in the First Department 
has, says the Albany Law Journal, formally decided that limburger cheese, 
kept upon the premises of a dealer, does not constitute a public nuisance 
which the courts will order abated, no matter how powerful or penetrating 
may be its manifestations to the olfactories of persons domiciled within 
the radius of its pernicious activity. Certain property owners in New 
York city bad brought an action against a firm to enjoin it from main- 
ining what was claimed to be and constitute a public nuisance, in the 
of a storehouse containing some tons of food of the cheese class in 
stages of decomposition. The Supreme Court had denied the applica- 
an appeal was taken, and the Appellate Division has now affirmed 
decision of the lower court, although not by aunanimous vote. Judge 
Hatch wrote a vigorous dissenting opinion, in which the odoriferous 
subject was handled without gloves. The court evidently spoke from 
experience. Judge Hatch said, among other things: ‘‘ The odour from 
limburger cheese, when it is given a fair opportunity to spread itself, is 
overwhelming, and unless the olfactory sense be educated to the liking of 
or deadened to its presence, it is about as offensive an odour as can greet 
the olfactory nerve of human beings. That the premises are inhabitable 
in ite continued exposed presence will not be generally believed, and we 
can readily see that a stench can be produced by the side of which the 
smell of hog-pens and slaughter-houses might be regarded as delicate 

.* This language, remarks the journal, seems to be fully as 
strong as the cheese. : 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Feb. 1.—Mesers. BE. & 8. Burrn, at the Mart, at 2:—Pentonville: Profit Rental of £27. 
King’s Cross: 33, i 


et, York-road; let weekly at 168. Upper Holloway: 
10, Apstola-road; let weekly at 150. Solicitors, Messrs. Leslie, Antill, & Arnold, 
London.—Muswell Hill: Pair of Residences; near station; rentals £50 and £43. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Bole, Turner, & Knight, London. (See advertisements, this week, 


RESULTS OF SALES. 
Messrs. Deevexuax, Trwsos, Fanuen, & Beinoewarer 
Ted for the sum of £10,200 (by order of the trustees 
Voorst, Geceseed) «2 Freehold Ground 


back page.) 


sold at the Mart, on the 
and executors of John Van 


Mess. C.C. & T. Moonr sold, at the Mart, on Thursday last, Three Leascholds in 
Vieduct-steect, Bethnal Green, £775; Three in Cottage-street, Poplar, £645; Three Free- 
emt, Mile End, £9; Two Frecholds in Hewlctt-road, O14 Ford, 

—— £4); & Prethold Shop in Roman-road, £620, another clone by, £640. Result of 


: 


Waxsixe ro rerespino Hover Purcnasnns axp Lusexus.—Before pur- 
or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 
a gags Ag (H. Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, West- 
minster. Vee quoted on receipt of full particulars, Established 25 
years. Telegrams, “Sanitation,” London.- [Anvr.] 
War Par Rewr 7—A Mortgage Policy is offered by the Scorrisu 
Texrsxaxce Lars Orrice over approved House Property, repayable by 


half yearly instalments, which may be lees than the rent. A great feature 
fe that in event of death, the house becomes entirely free for the family. 


expenses borne by the Company. Full prospectuses, etc., at 

Loot Olen 9%, Queen- street, Obespaide—(Avvz.. ; 
Vou Tunxost lnurration axp Coven “ ers Glycerine Jujubes”’ 
— prove elective. They sotten and clear the voice, and are invaluable 
to all suffering trom cough, soreness, or dryness of the throat. Sold only 


im labelled tins, price 74d. and Is. 144. Jaines Epps & Co., Lad., Homace 
guide Chantel’ Lends, thoee cite bits 


[ 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Reoistzars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 








Date. Emercency <Appgat Cover Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. KeExewics. Byrnes. 
Monday, Jan. ............ 28 Mr. Pugh Mr. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday o....-esseereeee 2D Leach Godfrey Church King 
Godfrey Leach Greswell Farmer 
.» BL Godfrey Church King 
vee Lavie Leach Greswell Farmer 
aS Beal Godfrey Church 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Cozens-Harpy, FAarwE.u. Buck.ey. JoYoE, 
Monday, Jan, ............ 28 Mr. Carrington Mr. Beal Mr. Jackson Mr. King 
Tu it casigeaguane maida 29 Lavie Pemberton Farmer 
Wedneaday ...............30 Carrington Beal Jackson Church 
d 31 Lavie Pugh Pemberton Greswell 
i Beal Jackson Pemberton 
Lavie Pugh Pemberton Jackson 








CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 


The following Judges wil) remain in Town :—Cnannet1, J., during the 
whole of the Circuits ; the other Judges till their respective Commission 
Days. 


Norticz.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken on the 
first working day ; in other caces the note appended to the name of the 
Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be 
taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two judges go there will be 
no alteration in the old practice. 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—¥Frivay, Jan, 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTep 1n CHANCERY. 


Atum, Cuina Ciay, anv Vrrrio1 Co, pap ng are aint, on or before Feb 13, 
ere Herbert 5, Laurence 


to send full culars of their debts or claims, to 
Pountney h oo st. Pickering & Neilson, 4, ‘i bldgs, Lincoln’s ‘inn, solors 
for V. smi 


Benxett Fincu & Co, Luntrep—Petn for presented Jan 15, ane ete 
heard on Jan 30. Gibson & Co, Portugal st bidgs Tinceln’s oe solors for petner. 
seuee Ot Sus appearing must reach ‘the above-nam<d not later than 6 o’clock i in the after- 
noon of Jan 29 

BroapweEtt Couiiery axp Lanp Co, Limrrep (1x Votuntary_Laquipation)—Creditors 
are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their names articulars of 
their debts or claims, to Mr John Blake Vornwell, care of Stoneham & Sons, 161, 
Fenchurch st 

Heaens, ge a for winding up, presented Jan 7, directed to be heard Jan 23. 
Braby & onald, Dacre House, Arundel st, Strand, solors for petner Notice . 
appearing must reach tie above-named not Jater than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Jan 


a Asserts Puronass Association, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 18, tosend their names and addresses, with full peationiens of their debts 
or claims, to Benjamin Thomas Norton, 9, Ola Jewry chmbrs 


Marpstone Oorrer Patace aCe, Lim1TEp - pe ny are required, on or before March 2 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their Pag or claims, to 
Herbert Monckton, Maidstone Monckton ee Son, P Maidstone, solors to liquidator 


Tepe & Bisuor, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 14, directed to be heard 
on Jan 30, Rerry 62, Cheapside, solor fur +m, Notice of appearmg must reach the 
above-named not not later than six o’clock in the aaa of Jan 29 

Wess Cycite Manvuracturine Co, Limrrep—Creditors required, on or “5 f Feb 20, 
bas send their names and addresses, and particulars of their “debts or ’ claims, to T Samuel 

ham 

_— IxvestuEnt Co, Liurrrp—Creditors are required, on or before March & to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to C Percival 
Maw, 145 and 149, Winchester House, POld Broad st 


Yanotse Vatiey Synpicatz, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before oe oe 2, to 
send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to 
Grosvenor George Walker, 19, 8t Swithin’s In 

County PaLatingz or LANCASTER. 
UntuoarTep mv CHANCERY. 
Liverroot New Catrie Marxer Co—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 15, directed to 


be heard at St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, on Jan 28. Yates & Co, 21, Nortn John st, 
Live» pool, solors for petning company. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 26 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTEp I” Cuanorry. 


Avyoio-Arcentine Live Stock anp Propuce Acrncy, Limrtep—Creditors are required, 
on or before March 14, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William George Kayner, 10, Arthur st West. Philpott, 87, Bar- 
tholomew close, solor to liquidator 

Francis & Co, eng are required, on or before March 4, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Paterson, 1, 
Walbrook. Clarke & Co, G am Houge, solors 

Hawnan’s Vircinta Gop Minrec anp Devetorine Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, 
on oc before March 1, to send their names and addresses, and the —- at their 
debts or claims, to Julius Wilson Hetherington Byrne, 81, Gracechurch 

J D. F, Anprews & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before a 15, to send 
‘their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Hardy King, 13, Basinghall st 

J. E, Pownaut & Co, “y= p—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 26, to send their 
names and ad James Edward Pownall, 74, Camomile st chmbrs. Benjamin, 
Coleman st, solor to the liquidator 

JuBAL Wen, Limitep— Creditors are required, on or before Monday, Feb 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulrrs of thier debts or claims, to Oscar Berry 
Monument eq Greaip & Co, 1 and 2, George st, ion House ; Godfrey & Webb, 
4 and 5, West Smithfield, solors to liquidator 

Louparp Contract Corporation, Lirrsp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 20, 
directed to be heard Jan 80 Cohen & Cohen, 2, Finsbury ci-cus, rs to petner Notice 
st app appearing must reach the above-named not later than si o'clock in the afternoon of 


New isn & Synprcare, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 9, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Malleson, 1954, Winchester House, Old Broad st , Gresham House, solor to 


liquidator 

Paonix Porttanp Cement Co, Linrreo—Creditors are required, on or before Friday, 
Feb 22. to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or a 
to John M_Gowan and Ivan Arthur Morris, 96, Leadenhall st Deacon & Co, Grea 
Helen’s, solors for liquidators 

8. H. Suyrne anv tux Bourxewourn Licensey Vietuanurrs Surrty Association, 
Lintrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Arthur Wilvams, Metropole chmbrs, 
Holdenhurst rd, Bournemouth. os Bournemouth, solor to liquidator 

Tasmania Mimernats Synvioare, Liarrep (in 5 Founpenes)—Saeeaee ote uired, on 
or before =. Ad —_ thelr amen the particular of debts 
or claims, to We e id yo, oe Harries & 
Nicholas In, solors to liquidators ~ - 

Transportation SyxpicaTe Laurrep— Creditors are required, on or before March 14, to 

send their names and addresses, and 

Knowles, 65, Broad stav. Hubbard. A 

Vaz Moor Linn Co, gin Pape are requ before 

r names resses, and the particulars of their debts or to Robert 

wecdgeon #6, High et, Stockton on Tove — — 
Wrerran Raruway ow BANTA Fr, Limiren (un Taqurparion)—eeitians are required, 
on or before Feb 18, to send their names and add and the lars of 
eo or clatma, to Besox Ed Bdgeworth Reade and George Alexander Touch, Bartholomew 


Bartholomew lane 
— BATHER Rewanv C1aim, Linrrey —Oreditors are required, on or before March 5, 
particular of their debts or Le 


to « ee samen and addzeans, enti Ue 
a. Offor, 139, Cannon st, Vallance & Oo, George yd, Lombard at, solors for 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED, 
Farenpu WY Boo care » Mr A Bragg’s, Club House, Holbeck Woodhouse, Cuckney, Mansfield, 


Notts 
Suse Supa Bic, x, Funnaat, Ano Divion Gociumry, Stanley Hotel, Rice lane, Walton, 


Z 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London a Sai. ye 4 11. 
Bramiey-Moore, Joun Arruur, Ma y oan S 
yr st, 


uly 15 Bramley-Moore 
v Bramley-Moore, yy i Livrpot © 

Wiseman, James, joiner Feb Feb 15 Craven Bank ) v Wiseman, 
Co: 1 & Fullalove, Burnley 


zens 
ONDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
Gazette. —Fuipay, Jan. 11. 
nr Blackburn, Corn Miller 


y, J 





Arreaer, Enear, Wiltshire Grange, March 8 Costeker, 


wen 

Armstrona, ExizazeTu, Broomhill Cha Sa Northumberland Feb 16 Webb, Morpeth 

Arxixs, Ricnarp, Battersea, Chemist Chadwick, Stockwell Park rd 

Boorn, Epwix, New Wortley, Leeds Febi4 James, Leeds 

Croox, James Rice, and Emiity Croox, Walterton rd, P Spencer & 
Co, King’s ch walk 

Dawson, Harnior Marcaret, Bayswater Jan 18 St Barbe & Co, Delahay st 
Westminster 

Drake, Euity Evizazern, Cheltenham Feb 23 ee Co, Cheltenham 

Baston, Ricuagp, Taunton March 5 ; te ce Taunton 


Exanp, Mary, Scarborough’ Feb » a. Hick & Co, 

Parrciover, Writ1Am, Adlington, Lanes, Feb 7 Hiller, Chorley 
Franky, Jouyx, Hoxtcn Feb — Phipos, st 

Guivgam, Tuomas, Southampton, Farm Bailiff Jan 24 Chandler & Co, Basingstoke 
Guywx, Wriu1aM, Croydon, Butcher Feb1 Vennham, Croydon 

Hartmann, Samvew, Austrabanay Jan 31 , Fmsbury sq 


Huaroy, SARAH, Derby Feb 13 Robotham & 
Henaine. James, Salisbury, Wilts, Livery Stable Proprietor Feb 6 Pye-Smith, 


Salisbury 
Hotianp, AxN, Nelson, Lancs Feb2 Southern & Fullalove Burnley 
Hoianp, Tuomas, Nelson, tanc: Feb2 Southern & —— Burnley 
Ho.ucsueap, Saran, Stafford, Milliner Feb 9 & Bon, 
Huck, Avevst Iwan Lovis, Kennington March 30 Bisir & Girlmg, Wool Exchange 
James, Hows, Narberth, Pembroke Aprilil T &W D Leqis, Pembroke 
Joxes, Epwarp, Usk, Mon, Grocer March1 Watkins & Co, Ponty pool 
Kitcuix, Guanine Srvuart, Womersley, York, Farmer March 1 Addyman & Evans, 


LEATHAM, = arp A.pam, Cirencester Feb7 Leatham & Co, Wakefie!d 

Manrcrett, Grorce, Cheltenham Feb 19 Dighton Cheltenbam 

Marruews. Caruanine, Bedford Jan ¥. o— & Son, Bedford 

Marraews, Wiii14m Fciier, Haynes, Bedf mer Jan31 Jessopp & Son, Bedford 
Mixture, Joux Rosert Hixpsox, Danes inn, ye Feb 9 > & vo, Bedford row 
Mivert, Haynxan, Wotton under edge, Glos Jan 31 Tanner & Clarse, Bristol 

Moors, Gertevpe Resecca Marcaret, Wimbledon Feb25 Donaldson, Bedford row 
Newmay, Jonny, Chichester, ene Feb 23 Sowton & Co, Chichester 

Nix, Farperick NEwaLt, Bishopsgate st within, Cigar Importer Feb 12 Soames & 


Thompson, Coleman st 
Noakes, Hewry. Eastbourne, Builder Feb? Gaby, Hastings 
Owen, Roszet, Maidenhead, Berks, Nurseryman Feb 21 ee Waidenhead 
Peskett, MarTua, Pagham, Susex Feb 23 Sowton & Co, Chi 
Riavey, Isatan, Kirby, No’ —— Miner Febil Rorke & aon N 
Rosertsoy, Captain ANprew. Ipawich Feb 20 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn 
Ropertson, Isanecca Fraxces 8anag, Ovington gdms, Brompton ra Febs Slaughter 
& Colegrave, Arundel st, Strand 
Sawyer, Jaues ALBERT Faeperick, Dublin Feb11 Robinson, Gt Marlborough st 
Suv ae my Rev Hexry aan, 8t Nicholas Rectory, Lambeth hill Feb10 Muntoa 
& Morris, Queen Victoria 

er Jouy. ee Guy, Northumberland, Engineman Feb 17 Newlands & 
Newlands, South Shiel 
Spence, Josern, East Acton Oereb 1 Steel & 
TayiLeve, Many, Farnborough. 
Tu RRELL, JESsik Kars, South Kensington Sloane sy 
Watrer, Josrru Jonx, Cheltanham Feb11 Griftiths & Co, Cheltenham 
Watrox, Tmomas, Prees, Salop, Farmer Feb16 Siliott & me? Manchester 
Wnuirrntan, Maucaner, Formby, Lancs Feb 12 Leake & Co, Liverpool 
Witeway, Seria, Summit, Ohio, U3A Feb ll Robotham & Co, Derby 
London Gasetie.—Tusspay, Jan. 15. 
Auwcors, Bexsautn Joseru, Darwin st, Old Kentrd Febi4 Cridland & Nell, Bedford 
row 
Asrixa.t, Narnan. Coppull, Lancs Feb 12 Jackson, =. 
Bane, Mary Anne, Warwick Feb2S Handley eR 
og Be Lay xy ag =a ouldcige & Son, Wi, chestr 

ATES, Wa.xer Heney, mers Green Sheltoa, Tower chmbrs, Moorgate 
qeeee. Wagan, ee Feb = —_= . * . 

ROUGHTON, Barnara Camupag.t. Swirt, Xe Field & Sons, Lsamington - 
Brown. Axx, Da ston Fen 28 Oliver. Corbet ct, Gracechurch st 
Busn, Sanan Exrzasern. Bath Febi4é Bush & Bush Bristol 
Curistie, Rev Caances Heyer, Brighton Ra = ae & Co, New inn, Strand 
Corrie, James, Li Confectioner Grierson & Mason, ol 
Cozens, Wiiuam eee, WN Hertford. ——- Manager April Sworder & 
ore, 
Craca, Witniam, Kendal Jan 3i Cartmel. Kendal 
Euia, Jvuivs, Kingskerswell, Devon Feb2? Baker & Co. Newton Abbot 
Fievpv, Exma, Cartiett, Haverfordwest Feb 1? Eaton & Co, Haverfordwest 
Goy, Jann Saran, Barton uy Humber March 15 Goy & Cross, Barton on Humber 
Gresywoon, Jonx, Clayton le Moors, Lancs, Grocer Fed 22 Accrington 
QGrunpy, Janes, Oldham, Pawnbroker March 1 Rowntree. 
Haxpixc , pein Chippenham, Wilts, Goal Merchant Feb 
JounsTon, 


nia, Cardiff? Feb 16 Spencers & Evans, Cardiff 
Laws.ey, re Avy, Bexley Heath, Kent Ped 11 


Bexley Heath 
Meroacre, ARTHUR, Sackvil at, Pwoad Fed 05 we F Bregecs, Southend 
a Boyan. Wylam, Northam! , Cormmiller Fed 28 Dickinson & Oy, 
eweastle 


lL Wool & Awiry, 


Mis, Tromas, Rochagie Fed 11 & Thompson, Rochdale 
zesseo K, + Poeun, a Feb 10 Ne yee King st 

niturs, Hexay, Upham, Sou 1 Soa, Winchester 
Pruxt, Hewni, Berwick st, Restaurant =e © Feb 3 South 3 Gray's ina 


Pinper, Euizanern, Swansea Feb 14 
Parmetiy, James, Halifax, we R 
Rotherham 


ROBINSON, Many, er wani. Rotherham 
RowaL., Oswarn, Newoastle 5 Mabane & Ay * Sielis 


Avesei., Lieut-Col Axpaew Bawitrox, Torquay, Devon Fed 
Risbapstebe, Box memo! Fed 15 Woolkiridge @ Soa, Winchester 


—_ so Weaeton super 
viene = = 





Braare, Joszrn, 


Buaw, Lucy, Leeda Feb 9 
Burrienn, Brxev Jouy, Bath, Scale eee Marchi Maule & Robdertewn, Rath 
a ey Groretva By ann m Gosgers Fed 15 Wooldridge & San, Winchester 
Burrn, Teaac, Feb 
Tikva, Aasmpaeen, Ghelesa ey ll Pishera, et, Strand 
wna, Daore, Cumberland, Farmer Feb 22 poe & Oa, Penrith 
Unwin, Hanan, Bhottiela * Bucdekia & 
Lanes, Bank © April 10 Dpke Deekr of 


ap Rh Vixcart, 
aan Vi = 
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‘Woops, Groner. Southsea Feb ii Bolitho, Portsea 
Worttztt. Norwoop, Wingham, Kent, farmer March 1 
Woottey. Euwa, Nottingham Feb 9 


Ashtord 


wees. Frepericx, Harrow Feb12 Ray. Great Portland s 
Baxter, +zTavr, Kingswood, Warwicks Feb21 Wood & So, Southend on Sea 





arr & Butlin, Nottingham 
Waiciey, Mary “Axx, Oigham April10 Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster Office, Lancaster pl 


London Gacette.—Fripay, Jan. 18. 


ARxext, James, Hurclecrte, Glos Febii Jones & Blakeway, Gloucester 
Arxinsos, CHARLES SrePaEN Assortt, Ashford, Kent, neo 
Drake, 






Kingsford & Co, Canterbury 


March2 Kingsford & Freser, Wisbech 


ScHoriEtp, Boro, Hayfield, Derby, Plumber Feb 15 ad & Co, Manchester 
SHARLAND, Priscitya, Bristol 
Sxettoy, Evizasets. Croydon March 5 Lovell & Co, Gray’ 3 inn sq 

wait Miss Hennietra Hucme, 8t Leonard’s on Sea Feb 16 Few & Cc, Surrey st, 





Feb 20 Spofforth, Bristo! 


Siaurtaine, Louisa, Stalybridge, Lancs March 30 Bucklev & Cc, Stalybridge 
Syaney, Grorae. and Maria ExizapetH Snargy, Cambridge March 1 Fraser & 


Swany. Rosert, March, Nambridge, Builder Feb7 Wise, March 
THatcuHeEr, Samvev. Tiuaton, Warble Mason March1 Poole & eo = Taunton 
Tow Le, Maspy Hawnag, Borrowash Derbys Feb 20 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 


Bragsrorp Fn Wittiam Lestrz De La Poss, VC, Dorking, surrey Feb 20 White- | Tusxsutt, Anrrew. Tan‘a, Punjab, India, Tea Planter Feb 23 Crosse & Sns, 


Co, Fleet +t 


Bowery, acctan Manrayye, Blackheath Feb 28 Langlois & Co, Leadenhall st 
Bowsrrap WituaM Lams, Aopleby, Westmorland Feb16é Arnisen & Co 
April 1 —. Gravesend 


Dbriaxt. Ganxan Seer, Northfleet, Kent 
Cuerrincton, 4xx Shifoal,®alop Febil Osborne, & 


Ciemo WiitiaM. Tavistock, D-von. Mice omy gle rad a Feb 17 Mathews, Tavistock 


Curr, Joux, *u'neck nr Lees Feb 28 


0, Leeds 
Co.ums, Rev Ricaarp, Kirzburton, York Feb15 Fisher, Huddersfield 
uma Ruperta. Curzon st, Mayfair Marchi Jackson & “ae. Dev'zes 
De Terssigk, Boratio Carnotive Baroness, Hove, Brighton April 23 Barnes & 
ctre 


Co.stox, Lo 


us 
Dopsworin, Freperic 
pon 

Dorrsxt, Sauvet, Newnham Croft, Cambridge, Lay Clerk 
Epwargps. Evwarp Warkry, Basinghall st Feb 28 
ames _ Gerrits Wrsx, Carnarvon 

Baus on Trvuay, Bassington, 
Bakreison. Ertex, Buxton Feb 23 sm & 


Hespersox. Axprew, Hastings, Ticeased 
Hexpeesox Miss Janer. —. 


Laxey, Epucxp Csmb rne. Cornwall Feb 11 Waiters. 


borne 
Lascastzr, Epwix, Newington causeway, Charcoal Manufacturer Feb 11 
Lase, Corpruia ——_ Pulham Jan 31 Bulman, Leicester 


Clark, Hi 
Lewis, Rev Tuomas, Newport. Mon Feb15 Evans. Moenert 
Masox, Tuouas, Winchwore Hill Feb 18 Sharpe & Co, New ct, Carey st 


Mecavien, Many, Bath Feb18 Stone & Co, Bath 


ADWALLDE SwiTH, Liandegfan Feb13 Edmunds & Gowland, 


James & James, EKiy <r Holborn 


circus 
Gexxenr. Sanan, West Bromwich Feb18 Caddick, West Bromwich 
Feb 15 Burne & Wykes, Lincoln’s inn 


Jan 31 Stone & Symonds, Wirksworth 
Victualler Febi18 Keefe, Norwich 
Hants March 1 Portsmouth 
wean, < Joux, Kilmond Cottage, nr Bowis, York, Farmer Feb 6 York, Barnard 
a. mew Kirkheaton, nr Huddersfield, Manufacturer Feb 15 Ramsden & Co, 
Jacxsox. Hamcer, Stretford, nr Manchester March 1 Peacock & Jacques, Manchester 


Lancaster 


Febi Fuller. Cam! 


Sherboroe In 
Halifax 
iacing In 


Kexwick, Jonny. Roth 


Kelly, 


Mexporoven, Vexeria STaxiey, Countess of Park In Feb 18 Darley & Cumberland, Poultry 


John st. Bedford row 


Moerey, heee, West omg Peb 20 Doyle, Lincoln’s ian fields 
Stone Merchant Feb15 Barstow & 
Pavirr, Wittiau Spexcer, Retterdon, Essex, Architect Feb 16 Dunn & 


—- Witt1am, Milton next Gravesend, Kent, Poulterer 


ee , ana Mania, West Kirby, Chester Feb20 Birch & Rirch, Lichfield 


iff, Licensed Victualler Feb2t Jones, Cardiff 
Ruopes, Acres. Kath, Feb 28 Chamberlayne & Co, Norfelk st 


Rosz, Tuouas Brauiey, Nottingham, Feb 20 Wells & Hind, Nottinghar. 


Naruoz, Lzocarp, Halifax, 


Paicxerr, Bexny, Adamsdown, 





BANKRUPTC*% NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Faipay, Jan. 18. 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 


Sansom, Wiitiux Beyer, Boston, Lines 8 
Traei Ow.er Boston Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 


Amer, Janne, Rewgste ty Tailor High Court Pet Dee 
an 

Barz Bows Putt, Redruth, Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer 
Traro Pet Jan 16 mgr _ ‘ 


Betta Sowenny Ee 20, advertising Agent igh Court 
Pet Dee 14 Ord Jan 15 aie 


Scemen. Fuenss Penpemen Te ca Ph: 
voc poe om "Ord San 1d Brighton, Physician 


Crank, Peasx, Worksop, Journeyman Maltster Sheffi 
Pet Jen 14 Ord Jan 14 - 
Hosiery Manufacturer 


*Crarroie, Joux ——, Staines, 
High Court PetJanié Ord Jan 14 

om... Wii1ian Hexer, Bedminster, Bristol Bristol 
Pe Jan2 Ord Jan 14 


Evass, Owes Jexxis, Winchester, Nurseryman Wi 
chester Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 16 i ” 

Getvaev, Hexeret. Morecambe, Lancs, Plasterer Preston 
Pet Jao Ord Jan 14 


G Joax Wiitian, Newton Devons, Dra: 
a Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 ian, aad 
Goppsrp, Hexsr Groncr. pee peng Baten, Ontess, Baker | 
Oxtord Pet Janis Ord Jan 
Hzsr, Janes Born a Lancs, Butcher 


Gt Yarmeuth Pet Jan 


, Pembroke, Farmer Pembroke 

Pet Jan 4 Jam 14 

Jonvs, Jonn Cnanies, Atcravon, Glam, Grocer Neath 
Peat Jaais4 Urd Jan 14 

Levis, am Beanses Swansee Pet Jan 15 Ord 
an 


» Leicester, Baker Leicester 
Pet Jen 16 “Ord Jan 1b 
Simae, Coamtan, Oldham, Golicitor Oldham Pet Jan 13 
on 
Miss Many Lasosrsnv, Bury & EAmunds, Hotel Pro- 
prictecss Bury 6 Kimueds Pet Janié Ord Jan 16 
Mircurtt, Tuomas , Iron Worker Manchester | 
Pet Vee Bi Ord Jen 16 


Mrecs, Gronet aA Wiitian Lewis, Kingston 
Hall, Baildess Kingrton ugon Hali Pet Lec 19 


wb 
Osut, Groxer Bavuoxn, Landrock rf, Crouch Bad, Com- | 
meroal fravdier KAmouton Pet Jen 14 Ord Jaa 14 | 
Pessisores, Bowaro Jost, 204 Wittian Baines, son, 
hm pepe Kogineers High Court Pet O26 





resham House 


Midgley, Halifax 


Aprill Hatten, 


& Kidgway, Dewsbury 








- 





Pierce. Wittiam and Epwarp Grorce Baccuus Watts. 


ion, ‘Timber Merchants Liverpool Pet Dec 29 
Ord 14 


Preston. Joszrn, Hucknsll Torkard, a Coal Miner 
Nottingham Pet Jani16 Ord Jan 

Paice, Ricuarp. Gam, _ Neath 
‘et Jan 14 Ord Jan lt 


Biaeng wynfi, 
Prez, Marcaser, Preston, Cabinet Manufacturer Preston 
Pet Jan t6 Ord Jan 15 


| Bauszy, Tuomas, Bishop spies. Durhim, Innkeeper 
Durha 


m Pet Jen rd Ord Jan 1 
— oS Otley, York, Boot Deuler Leeds Pet Jan 14 
an 1 
Ross, Joux | Gt thimsby, Provision Dealer Gt 
rims! Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 16 
Sauxpers, ARTHUR. yes » King’s Lynn 
Pett Jan 16 ~Ord Jan 


a Domixco Bexrro y, Fenchurch av, Merchant March 9 


Stamaxer, Lucy, Detham Bucks Feb 25 Woodbri 

, | Swapey. Gzorce, and Marta Exizanern Snarey, Wisbech 
Fraser & Fraser, Wisbech 

Spencer Jon, Preston. G-n r:1 Dealer Feb16 Edelaton & Son, Preston 

81. cxtos, Hanyan, West Bromwich Feb 25 Sharpe & Darby, West Bromwich 

8uiiivan Sir saTHUR Seymour, Victoriast Feb 20 Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl 

Warixweicut. Revsen Earls Heaton, nr Dewsbury, York, Contractor Feb i8 Ridgway 


Warnvest. *mity, Grantham, Lincs March 20 Buckley £ Co, Stalybrid 
West Francis Gore «, Horham Ha‘l. nr Thaxted March1 Dickso: 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, Janu 22. 

Bitiixes, Joan Grorce, Walthamstow Feb28 shaen & Co, Bedford row 

Boox, Kaiy, Appledore, Kent Feb 11 Dawes & C». Rye 

Busco. Kpwarp ‘‘oLver Strand, Tail» March 146 Clarten & & Lwncaster pl, Strand 

Busu, Grorce, Herne Hili Feb 20 Kingsford & Co, Essex st, 8 

a, ee jun, Sheffield, Insurance Agz-nt 
a 


ge 
kson & Co, Alnwick 


March 30 Broomhead & Co, 


Cote, Wextworta Lixpsay, Kensington March1 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Cotes, Mary, Gravesend Marchily arnold & Co. Rochester 

Dain Cae:storpHer, Bury Jan3t Bond & Son, Manchester 

Dopp Jonny, Werneth, Uldham. Bootmaker Feb 23 Watson & Son, Oldham 

Fo.ey. James, Hotel ecil. Sarand March 25 Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Fox, Wittiam Jouy, Stroud green March1 Leggatt & Oo, Raymond bldgs 

Freake, Dame Exiza Puvsry, Twickenham Feb 26 Pears & Co, 
GarsutTtT, Jouxn Epwarp REDHEAD, Sydney, New South Wales Feb 22 William:, 


Alb marcle st 


GrocueG AN, Ayne. and Bausara Grocnecay, Russell gdos, Kensingtcn Feb23 Bloxam 
& Co. Lincoln’s inn tields 
Haxsreap. Joux, Elland, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer March 56 England & Co, 


Hollams & Co, 


Jones, James, Swansea Feb 23 Thomas & Co, Swansea 
Jones, THomas Heyry. Bombay, India, Engineer Feb22 Evans, Newport, Mon 
erham March 25 Marrop & Harrop, Rotherham 
Sones SAMUEL, Morley, York, Woollen Mut Manager Feb 22 Scratcherd & Co, 


6 

Mier, Joun Tuomas. Sheffield, Chemist Feb19 Simpson & Son, Sheffield 

Moores. Levi, Over Hulton nr Bolton, Quilt Manuf:cturer Febi18 Lomax, Bolton 
Patcuett, THomas Brown, Leeds Jan31 Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds 

Ports, THomas, aad SARAH Ports, Whitechapel Feb18 ‘ard, Milk st bldgs 

Boregts, Wiii1aM, Denbigh, Tailor Feb 19 Evans. a 

Rottasp Epwakrp, Brick ct, Temple, Barrister Feb 22 Reader & Co, Chapel pl, 


Scuwarrzet, Freperick Watters He.murn, Park pl, 8t James’ March 25 Clarke & 
Co. 


& Sons, Uxbridge 
Saint Pe:er, Cambridge 


Wixinsoy, Grace Any, "Bradford March1 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 


Gresty, Witiiam, Crewe. Refreshment house Keeper Jan 
25 at 10.45 Royal Hotei, Crewe 

Garver Caarves, Battersea Jan25at1130 24, Railway 
app London Bridge 

Gites, Jonny Wiiiiam, Newton Abbot. Devons, Draper 
Jan 81 at1030 Off Rec. 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Gover, Ricuarp Pickerinc, and Joszrx WoopHatt, 
West Hartlepool Painters Jan 26 at 3 Off Rec, 25, 
John st. Sunderland 

Goropep, Fraxx, Bournemouth, Bootmaker Jan 2 at 
1230 Off Bec, Eadiess at, Salisbury 

Hatt, Joun, Gloucester, Shipbroker J.n 29 at 11 Off 
Reo. Station rd, Gloucester 

Hascocks, Evan, *Wolverhampton, General Dealer Jan 
2atil.30 Off Rec Wolverhampton 

Hansex, Coantes Crgaver, East ‘owes. I W, Ship 

Builder Jaa 28 at 1130 Off Rec, 19, Quay st, New- 





Seac em aneae, Sulton, Wilts Swindon Pet Jan 15 | ao Iw 


Ord 

Suariey. Gzoncs Tuomas. Exeter, Haulier Exeter Pet 
Jan12 Ord Jan 14 

Suant, Aveeet, Cardiff ony Stable Proprietor Cardiff 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 

Suiru, ALBert, he = Tobacconist Birmiogham 
Pet Jun 16 Ord Jan 16 

| Srerneys, Faepericx - Penzance, Commission 
Agent Truro PetJanté Ord Jan 16 

| Strupp. Joux Hexperr, Mancnester Manchester Pet 
Dec 29 Ord Jan 16 


Texsiwos, Jonxs Hexry, Ald York, Farmer 


upom Hull Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 15 
Waixnn, Purp. Barnsley, Yorks, Builder Barnsley Pet 
Jan6 Ord Jan 16 


Wartasi Evwanp, 8 Sesspetend, Jeweller High Court 
Pet jam 16 Ord Jan 

Warxinson, Geoncr Kinnear, Ghetto, Draper Sheffield | 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 1 

Wuirrt, —— 
PA Jon 14 Ord Jan 16 

Wooo, Wittam Srvaat, pprengodt, Contractor Liverpool 
Pet Jan i4 Ord Jani 


FIRST deheation 
Ammer, Jaxuus, cea at, Tatlor Jan 2 at 11 Bank- 


OCared st 

Bairrom, ( HanLes Josern, lord, Norfolk, Grocer 
Feb7 at 11.16 Court house. » ee? 

Careiino Ton, Deal, Jan 26 at2 Off Rec, 
U, Hallway 

OL avrour, Joan 
Jam th at 11 Bankruptey b 

Coates EBowano Faancis, Qhaokli Ma to W, Oonfecti ner 
ImBatit Off Kee, 19, Quay st. New lot W 


| Hanman, James, Bipley, Su-rey. Butcher Jan 25 at 12.30 
24, Railway Soy. eg Bridge 

Harnor, W G, Deotford, Builder Jan 29 at 12 24, Rail- 
way app co Bri 

Hoyz, Amos, Colne Lancs, Fish Dealer Jan 25 at 12.15 
Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 

James, Tuouas, Newport, Mon, General Dealer Jan 25 
at1ll Westgste chmbrs, Newport. Mon 

Lasevisen, E, Shepherd’s Bush Jan 25 at 2.80 Buank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Mitieer, Asxery Ensyest, Kingston, Surrey, Commercial 
| 7 snap Jan 28 at 1230 24, Railway app, London 


Nicno.it, Josyreu, Burnley, Labourer Jan 25 at 12 90 
xchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burn! 
st Jan 26 at 





| 


j 





Faancis, Uempent Lixwattys Pontnew Grocer 
‘ Jen 26 ot 11.00 w chmbrn, Ne ; Mi 
AMAGE, As 00% at 3 ad | 
Off Ree, 14, Chagel st, Preston 





Parnorr, WiitttiAM Beanie, Watford. O 
12 oom 88, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
| Prence, Wittiam, and Eowaro Gronoe Baccaus Warrs, 


Walkden, Lancs, Shoemaker Belford | Liverpool. Timber Merchanta Jan Wat 2 Off Rec, 


36, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Rei, Groror Hv DBON, reas are rd, Hardware Dealer 
Feb Gati2 Bankruotey bligs, Oey at 
| Biscusamm, Faepenicx Avovsr, and Farpentcx Gorriirs 
Kuwiscu, Old 4road at, Foreign Bankers Feb 11 at 11 
Bantruptcy bldgs, Carey at 
SBuarixy, Geonox Tuomas, Exeter, eer Jan 31 at 
1039 Off Rec, 18 Bedford cir Exete 
Buaw = AB, hm oo Butsher Jan 26 at 4 Off Rec, 
vel @ 
Bowtgiin Sane v omen, Iw, Patier Jan 28 at 10.50 
19, Quay at, Newport, 
Brevrucns, Awpnew, and ow tty Gravrugns, New- 
cutie on sNow enn Deapers Jan 96 at 11.50 Off Bec, 
powenste on Tyne 
oe, Sone Jan 25 at 12 West- 








Jan. 


=—- 


: TFFNFLL, 
” uff Be 


WALDRON, 
Qh at 2 
F wiTr EL! 
12 1, 
Weir, G 
asa | 


Wricn. | 
Labou 


‘VU ILs.taMs, 
ehmbr 


ArxswoRT 
drawl 
Quark F 
Pet J 
CLAYPOLE 
High 
Deakiy. 
Pet O 
SHAW 
ms O:d J 
ABNER. 
® Ord < 
GELDAED. 
Pet J 


GopDABD 
Bake! 
GranaM 


Mircx 
Pe 
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Luton, Bedford, Clerk Jan 26 at12 
uff Beo, Bridge st. Northampton 

Bynes WrtiiaM Toor, Owsham, Hante, Farmer Jan 
2% at 2.45 Off Reo, 172, Hign st. Southampton 

Wwerr. ELD, FreDERIcK James, Oxford, Tailor Jan 25 at 
12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Warr, GEORGE, Walkéen, Lancs, Shoemaker ~ Jan 25 at 

RNEST, Charmouth, Dorset, Farm 


2.4 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Wrucn. WILLIAM 
Labourer Jan 26at1 Cff Rec, Endlees st, satisbury 
Virsams, Davip, Denbigh, Grocer Jan 28 at 12 Crypt 
chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ArsswortH, Witt1am Henry, Boston, 
‘Jrawl Owner Boston Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Cuark Frank, pm gh prrnenee Maltster Sheffield 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 1 

CiayroLe Joux Ropert, ‘Staines, mae Manufacturer 

High Court Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 

Deakin. Freperic, = oad at, Solicitor High Ccurt 
Pet Oct 19 Ord J 

Fanxsnaws, Evetyn lean *pedfora Bedford Pet Nov 22 
O:d Jan 14 

Gannez. CHARLES, Battersea Wandsworth Pet Jan 8 
Ord Jan 12 

Gzetparp. Hersert Morecambe, Lancs, Slater Preston 
Pet Jan i4 Oid Jan lé 

Goppanp, Hxexyry Grorcs, Chipping Norton, Oxford, 
Baker Usford Pet Jan165 Ord Jan 15 

Granam Wit.iam. M E, Great Russell st, Publisher High 
Uvsut ret Nov 14 Ord Jan 12 

Gresty, Wittiam, Crewe, Refreshment house Keeper 
Nantwich Pet Jan 10 Ord Jau 15 

Hatiett, Frank Victor Hvanrs, 
High Cours Pet Nov 30 Ord Jan 12 

Harrov, W H, Deptford, Builder Greenwich Pet Oct 16 
Ord Jan 15 

Heap, James Rosert, Morecambe, Lancs, Butcher Preston 
retJan16 Ord Jan 15 

Jonx, THomas, begelly, —— Farmer Pembroke 
Dock Pet Janil4 Ord Ji 

Jones, Joun CHARLES, yt ging Glam, Grocer Neath 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Lewis, W1LLIAM, Swansea Swansea Pet Jan 15 Ord 
Jan 16 

Mies, Wiitiam, Gaddesby, Leicester, Baker Leicester 
Pet Jan 16 Ora Jan 16 


Lincs, Steam 


Mitts, Mary Layesrorp, Bury St Edmunds, Hotel 
Propriewees Bury st "Edmunds Pet Jan 18 Ord 
Jan 16 


Mvaceripcr, Sipney, Clarham Park rd, Architect 
Wandsworth Pet Nov 22 Ord Jan-12 

Myers, Gaonce, and WituiAM Lewis, Kingston upon 
diull, buucers Kingst.nupon Muli Pet 19 
Jan 15 

Oaxt, SipneY Raymonp, New Southgate, Commercial 
fraveiler Edmoutun Pet Jani4 ura Janl4 

Prestox, Joszpu, Hucknall Torkara, Notts, Coal Miner 
Nottingham Pet Jan 156 Od Jan 15 

Prick, Ricuasp olaengwynfi, Glam, Labourer Neath 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Pye, Maucaret, Preston Preston Pet Jan 15 Ord 
an 16 

Ramsey, Tuomas, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Innkeeper 
Durham Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 

Rica, Jou, Otley, York, Boot Dealer Leeds Pet Jan 14 
Ord Jan 14 

Ross, Joun Wirtram, Gt mg) ene Dealer 
Gt Grimsby PetJanié6 Ord Jan 1 

SauxpERs, ARTHUR, Wisbech, Cambs, Tent Maker King’s 
Lynn Pet Jan 15 Urd Jan 15 

Sracer, Resert, Wroughton, Wilts Swindon Pet Jan 15 
Ord’ Jan 15 

Suar.ey, Gzorce Tuomas, Exeter, Haulier Exeter Pet 
vanl2 Ura Jan 12 

Suart, ALBERT, Carditf, Livery stable Proprietor Cardiff 
Pet Jan14 Ord Jan 14 

Srernexs, FrRepERIOK STEVEN, Penzance, Commission 
Agent Tiuro Pet Jani¢ Ord Jan 16 

Sronepriper, AkTHUR WarTson, Portland, Civil Engineer 
Dorchester Pet Janl Ord Jan lé 

SrupHotme, Epwarp, Smethwick Stafford, Builder West 
Bromwich Pet Deco 2< Ord Jan 11 

Texxisox, Jonny Huensy, Aloborough, Yorks, Farmer 
Kingston upon Mull Pet Jan3 Urd Jan 16 

TurrxeiLL, Bexsamin, Luton, Beas, Clerk Luton Pet 
Jan Ora Jan id 

Watiasi, Eowauv, 8 Hampetead, Jeweller High Comt 
PetJan16 Ura Jan 16 

Warkiysos, Grorcr Heavert, Shi flield, Draper Sheffield 
PetJanl¢ urd Jan 14 

Wairs, Grorax, Walkden, Lancs, Shoemaker Salford 
Pet Jan i4 Ord Jan 16 

Witvs, Grorar kaxest, Birmingham, Pearl Worker Bir- 
“qm Pet Janil Ord Jao i4 

Woop, Wisiiam Stuart, Liverpool, Contractor Liv. rpool 
Pet Jeanl4 Ora Jan l4 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Nov 28 


Mircuanp, Frep Sovrnar., Tipton, Labourer Dudley 
Pe Novl7 Ord Nov uO 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


Lesuin. Jonny Curapent Even, Hassop, Derbyshire, no 
Occupation Derby and Loug Maton adjud May 30, 
189% Anaoul Jan 15, 1901 


London Gasette,—Tunsvay, Jan. 22, 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 
np Joun, Halifax, Stoker Halifax Pet Janié Ord 
an 16 


Arrommas, Jous Winitam, Alene ae at, Hotel Manager 
an 


High Vourt Pet Jan 18 Ord 
Bavuxes, Goarav 5, a and Avskar Arruryano, Li 
Ladies’ Tailors Liverpool Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 





Birerxsnaw, Jonny Wituram, Gt ~~ Joe Confectioner 
GtGrimaby Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 

Boyes, Hannan, St Anne’s on the Sea, Lancs, Grocer 
Preston PetJan18 rd Jan 18 

Broapnurst, Gzorce Wiii1am, Warwick, Saddler War- 
wick PetJan 15 Ord Jan 15 

Bropere. Sopuus Lupvic Bercer, Bigningham, Provision 

Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

Hairdresser sheffield 








an Ord Jan 17 
Coron, Max, Brick ln, Ironmonger High Court Pet Jan 
Emmett, Tomas, Stalyb: 

under Lyne Pet Jan nD One Jan ly 
Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 18 
—, 7 H, aus st, Solicitor High Court Pet Dec 21 
Altrincham, 
Pes Jan 17 7 "Ord Jan 17 
Frost, EsEnezer, Hessle, a. Builder Kingston upon 
Forp, Hzexay, Thatcham, Berks Farmer Newbu y Pet 
Geracn, Epwarp Joun, 8t Aust-ll, % ll, Clay Lab 
vetJan19 Ord Jan 19 
st ckbrokers Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 19 
Hanrpman. Josgru, Chesterfield, Joiner «hesterneld Pet 
Harrison, Groner Rostxsoy, Darlington, 
Stockton on Tees Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 
Beerhouse Keeper 35. PetJan 18 Ord Jan is 
Lancastea, Tuomas, Dar jpn Victualler 
an 17 
Macvean. D, Broad st House High Court Pet Nov 20 
Ord Jan 16 
Mayon, Rosert Percy, Horwich, Lance, Packer Bolton 
Mosrow, Grorce, Upper Tooting, Grecer Wandsworth 
Pet Jan 16 Urd Jan 16 
Nov8 Ord Jan 16 
Nation, Tom, Sturminster Newtou, Dorset, Saddler Dor- 
cbester 
Baweé, Josera vans, Southampton, Bootmaker fouth- 
ampton PetJanil4 (rd Jan 18 
Neath Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 19 
Hants, Tobacconist Portse- 
tractor h Court PetJanis Ord Jaa 18 
a Hewry James, Goulds Green, nor Hillingdon, 
Sincer. Kosa, aod Davip GaeEnrssr, Spital +q, Bishops- 
ate, Manufacturers High Uourt Pet yA 19 Urd 
Jani 
Srravuss, Soromon, % cial rd, Tob: ist High 
Tomas. Jouy, Caerau, nr Maesteg, Glam, Labourer 
Cardiff Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan o 
itor Leicaster Pet 
Janis Ord Jan 18 
imaster Guildford Pet Jani17 Ord Jan 
wae Grorcs, New Lenton, Engine Tare 
Waitt Josy, Wiskford, Essex, Grocer Chelmsford Pet 
Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
High Court Pet Dec 13 
Ord Jan 17 
waem, Asrauam, Gt St Helen’s, Company Promoter 


Mer t 
Butuivanxt, Brows, 
17 Ord Jan 17 
Photographer Ashton 
Eneianp, Ricaarp, Mark In, Chemical Merchant High 
Fraser, tl Coachbuilder Manchester 
Hull PetJan19 Ord Jan 
Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
Truro 
Gett, Jesse Ricuarp, and Ervest Tow e, Nottingham, 
Jaals8s Ord Jan 18 
Insurance Agent 
Ispotson, ARTHUR AvGusTUs Watts, Balby, nr Doncaster, 
stockton on ‘lees Pet Jan 17 
Pet Jani? Ord Jan 17 
Munro, Ervest W, Queen Victoria st HighCourt Pet 
Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 
Ricnarps, ArTrHur Henry, Neath, Glam, Newsagent 
Jan 17 
Riees, Joux, Buckhurst Refreshmeat Con- 
Hig 
Farmer windsor Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
an 19 
Suu! MATILDA, ~~ aes Baker Kingston, Surrey Pet 
Ord Jan 
Court Pet Dec 27 Ord Jan 17 
Trier, Haro.o, Leicester, 
Vincent, Taomas Lewis, William st, Notting — baa 
N 
Pet Jan 17 ‘Ord Jan 17 
Wioatss, ALBert Epwarp, >» Gombaites Heath 1d. Bethnal 
reen. Licensed Victualler 
Court Pet July 9 Ord Jan 17 


Wituams, H, & Bon, St ’s on Thames, Bui'ders 
Brentf Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 18 

Wison, Harry, Bir Gaafitter Birmingham Pet 
Jeni? Ord Jan 17 


Wersses, WALTER eet, nse Glam, Hairdresser 
Neath Pet Janis Urd J 


Amended notice og ete - ~~ giant in the 


Dickinson, FrepeRick Sere =, igh, Wine Merchant 
Brighton Pet Oct2 Ord Dec 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jan 15: 


Coaces, Epwarp Fravors, Shanklin, J of W, Confectior er 
Newport YetJanill Ord Jani 


Amended nto sbi fr tnt pbb in the 
London Gazette of Jan 


Mircne.t, Tuomas, Manchester, Iron Worker Manchester 
Pet Dec 81 Ord Jan 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AnsELL, ARCHIBALD. ees Tobacconist Jan 29 at 3 
2 ag * off Son, a, Way a) a Bridge 2 
agrees, Groros, Newark Pe upon pholatmer Jan 
29 at12 uff Reo, 4, Castie pl, Park st, No:ti m 
Bartuorr, Grornos, Man , Joloer Jan ® at 290 
B aa rte on a t Jam 31 at 
ELLa, Epwarp, 0 4 nunning Agent Jan 31 a 
2.30 Bankru; bi 


Buaxen, Tuomas Pampanick Teasoron, Brighton, Physici in 
Febd7 ati0 30 Uff Keo, 4, Paviuon bidge, Grighton 
Broapuvurst, Gronas Witiiam, Warwick, caddier Jan 28 

atly.g0 Off Reo, 7, Hertford st, Coventry 
Corox, Max, Brick In, Ironmonger Jan 29 at 12 Bank- 


Carey st 
Dickinsox, Freveaicx Wiiiiam, Bndymion ni, Wine 
Merchant Jan 31 at 28) it Reo, 94, Railway app, 


Doz, Tomas Hazry, and Joun Torx, Nottiogham. Boot 
Manuf. ufacturers Jan 31 at 12 Off Bes, 4° Castie pl, 


Park st, Nottingham 

Gracn, Epwagp Jouy. St Austel, Cornwall, Clay Labourer 
Feb 4a¢ 123) Off Kec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Quy. WittiamM a— > Bexbill on ov Bea, Decorator Feb 12 
at 230 County Coart Offices, 24, Cambridge ~ 4 


Haicr, moxace, Hemsworth, Yorks, Builder Jan 30 at 11 
Off Bec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Hixpte, Jom Gt Yarmouth Feb 8 at 10.30 Lovewell 
Blake's Gail Quey, Gt Yarmouth 

Jonzss freosnick Wituiam Extox. Manchester, House 
ee Jan 30 at 330 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
ch -tter 

Ksort, aypsew Broinxap, Birmingbam. Musici In -tru- 
ment Dealer Feb 1 at 11 174, Vorporatiun st Ba- 


mingham 
Mayon, Rosert Percy. Horwich, Lancs, Packer Jan 31 
atill Off Rec, sxchange st, Bolton 
Mitts. Cuarves, Oldham, Solicitor Jan 30at 8 Off Rec, 
Bank cumbrs, Queen st. Oidham 
ic Grorce, and Witiiam Lewis, Kingston wi 
= 5 eee Jan 29 at 11 Off Kec, Tanity Hvese 


Peart, ices Hewxry, Tottenham, a moa Jan 2 
at 12 Room 8&8, Temple chmbrs. Temple a 

Preece, 8 J Furai-her Jan S) at 11 174, 
Cor st. Birmingham 


Price, Bicuarp, Blaengwynfl, Glam, Labourer Jan 29 at 
12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd. Nwaosea 
Fos Bwider Jan 30 at il 


Danese, eye 
Ricnanoe, ‘Bane rave, Tobacconist Jan 2 
Ralestons High st. Portsmouth 


8 Off Reo, Cam’ 
a. ion Otley, York, Boot Dealer Jan 29 at 11 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, 
Rosa, Azoyx Davip Mavrice Rosa. aod Wiitias Rives, 
Manchester, Merchants Feb 3 at 3 Off Kec, Byrom 


st, Manchester 
Saypers, WiLL1aM Grove, Sa. Greengrocer Jan 
30 at12 174, Corporation st, 
Sacunpers, ARTHUR, Wisbech. — Tent Maber 
Feb 7 at 11 30 Court house. King’s Lynn 
Szacer, —, Swiadon. Wilts, Victualler Jan 31 at Il 
ff Regest’s yy Swiadon 


. at Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Sragtix, Cuartes Writiams, Rood In Jan 3 at 12 


bidgs, Uarey st 
EkiCK STEVEN, Penzance, Cornwall, Com- 
agect Feb 4 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 


Srevans, Jony, Paeting, Tinsek Victualler Jan 31 at 3 


et 
yy oe Chorlton upon Medlock, Man- 
chester Jan gvat3 Off Rec, Byrom st. Manchester 


Tarrant, Watrer, and Hexysy Cuaatron Buckworrs, 
Ludgate hili, Biectrutype agents Jan 3iatiz Bank- 


x, Abersychan, Mon. 

Jan Satie Westgate chmors. ——— Mon 
Tucker, Tuomas B, Forest Hill, Kent, Jan 

29 at 1230 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Woop, WittiaM STvaRT, wy eee Jan 30 at 

2 Off seo, 35, Victoria at, 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
—~" a Halifax, Stoker Halifax Pet Janié Ord 
A Joux Wituiax, te st, Hotel Man 
PTOMMAS, Aine ager 


SrTepuEens, 
mission 


Court PetJani8 Ord 
Baumxex, Gustave, and ALBrar ae teyargp, Li 
Ladies’ Taitors Liverpool PetJan iS Ord Jan 18 
Brarp, 5 on Treat High 
Aug? Jan 
Bre Ti Troms, Bamiogham, Timber Merchant Birmiagham 
Pet Dec 3 Ord Jan 17 
Biaxivsuaw, Jous Wiuuiam, Gt Grimsby, Confectioner 
Gt Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
Boyes, Hayxnan, St Anne’s om the cea, Lancs, Grocer 
Preston Pet Jan 18 Ord Jaa 18 
Barees, Watrer, and Tuomas Astury Coorzs, Bradford 
Braéfora Pet Dec?i Ord Jan 19 
Broapuvast, @sorcs Wiuuiuam, Warwick, Saddler 
warwick Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 15 
Sheffield Pet 


Buturvant, Brows, 

Janli Oud Jan 17 

= — 7 Ironmonger High Court Pet Jaen 
av lan i 

Cowen, Cuaries, Putaey, Builder Wandsworth Pet Dec 

und Jaa 18 

Dos, Tromas Haway, and Jonx Tronss, Nottingham 
Boot Manufacturers Nottingham Pet wee 5 Oni 
an iy 

Dor suse Wann, Decemn, Clifton, Bristol Bristol Pet 
Jan4 Oni Janl 

Drack.ry, Reg - ng Market Bosworth, 
I Grocer Las Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan is 

Auctioncer Wor 


Ashtva 


Deo l0 Ord Jan 17 


— are Laue bean aL. 19 


Fosrra, Wiiwam Aagrava, Otley, York, Watchmaker 
Pet Decl Ord Jan 17 
Frasea, Jawes, Altrincham, CoachDuilder Manchester 


eicester, 
Dyer, Anraca Epwaap, Gt 
cuter Pet 





mR wx, Hee, York, Buhle Kiugston apo. 
sull Pet Jan lv Jan . 

Gnaae, Bow sen Jenn, 0 Gait, Qumeell, Cay Echo 

Gaui, Irae Sanaa 2 a Pee eo 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Jan. 26, 1901. : 





Girrorp. Jouy Tom. fey pate. Cattle Dealer 
Northampton Pet Oct 19 Ord Jan 1 
Hagpmas, Josern, Chesterfield, Joiner cntunee Pet 
Janis Ord Jan 18 
Hangisox, Grorcr Rosrxson, Darlington, Insurance Agent 
on Tees Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 16 
eae, Sees, Gt Yarmouth Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan 15 
18 


Issorsox, Antuur Avcustus WALLis, Balby, nr Doncaster, 
Beerhouse Keeper pwned — Jan al "Ord Jan 18 


Laxcaster,} Tromas, Victualler 
Stockton on Tees Per — a <F 
Worcester, 


Macvowatp, Atrrep, Sparkhill, Caster 
am PetJan5 Ord Jan 19 
Mayon, Roperr Percy, Horwich, Lancs, Packer Bolton 
Pet Jan17 Ord Jen 17 
Morrow. Gronce. \y aad Baas Grocer Wandsworth 
Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 


Natiox. Tox, bo chard Newton. Dorset, Saddler 


Dorchester Pet Jan 1S Ord Jan 18 
Noriepee, Wittiam Ueyry, 


and Grosvenor ALBERT | 





sai e notice substituted for that yenen 
the London Gazette of Jan 1 
on e+. Francis, Shanklin, I of 4 ‘Sintiitieinn 
Newport and Ryde Pet Janil Ord Jan 11 








All letters intended for publication in the 
“« Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 


by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 


application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Solicitor who, some years ago, 
desirous of Tracing the Heir to Catherine 
span (who was interested in Hay’s Wharf, Lond 
tional lub. to communicate with Rarr Kzne, Consi 
Club, London. 


RE: -ENGAGEMENT Wanted (London 
Home County), by —— Stenographer, for Of 
‘Work or Law or Press 200 words per minutes t 
first-class references; salary ‘moderate, but scowling: : 
requirements, which ” please state.—RErorTER, 762, F 
ford-road. Manor Park, Essex. 


IVE POUNDS REWARD.—To Solicitor 
and Others.—Lost.—The Original of a Deed of 

Settlement, dated the 3ist December, 1879, and made 
between Basil Morier of the one part and Richard Hill and 
Walter Alcock of the other part. The deed is believed to 
have been in on, first of Messrs. Longcroft & 
Myers, of Clement’s-inn, and afterwards of Mr. J : 
Myers, lat of 103, Cannon-street. The above sum will 
paid to the person who shall first give information 








Norguep¢e, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitors High Court | 


the discovery of to oo —Apply to Messrs. Jaysox & 





Pet Oct 30 Ord Jan 17 


| 

Parrott, Wii11aM Szante, Watford, Chemist St Albans | 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 16 

Ricnarps, Artsvr Hewyry, Neath, Glam, Newsagent | 
Neath Pet Jani19 Ord Jan 19 

Bicuarps, Harry, Landport. —— Tobacconist Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan 17 ae 

Joux, Buckhurst Hil, 


NEEDS 
J. 


ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 


G. WAINWRIGHT, 


+, 22, College-hill, E. 


yo UNG pa — Seeks Engagement 
in am bon aod, good — of tintles 

knowledge of 3; expert and relia! ee 

references. — Kopi. AE F., 167, Graham-road, Dalston, ES 


HITTY’S STATUTES (1895 Edition),— 


HELP. 





Treasurer. 





Biccs, Essex. Refres 

tractor High Court Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Rostxsox Hesry James. Goulds Green, nr Hillingdon, 
Pealtry Farmer Windsor Pet Jani17 Ord Jan 17 


Srscze, Roza, and Davin Garexrest, Spital sq, 


LAge —Wanted, by 


handwriting ay | references i 
High-road, Kilburn. 


and ‘Shorthand Clerk (about 19); good 


Wanted. Second-hand —Apply, E. pe V. & 
8, Old Jewry, E C. Copr—Apply, Ores 


QEVERAL Sets of Chambers iu Stone 
\ buildings to be Let to oatien. —Inquire at the 
Steward’s Office, Lincoln’s-inn H 


Solicitors, at once, 





sable.—Stringers, 42. 





te, Manufacturer High Court Pet Jan 19 
Ord Jan 


SaypEnrsox, en Tobacconist Preston Pet 
Dec17 Ord Jan 1 

Suita. ALBEer. ~ + Tobacconist Birmingham | 
Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 18 

Srvcpp, Jons Heersert, Manchester Manchester Pet | 
Dee 29 Ord Jan 19 | 

Caerau, rr Maesteg, Glam, Labourer 

Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

Trier, Harorp, Leicester, Compositor Leicester Pet 


7an18 Ord Jan 18 
Notts, Engine Driver 


AW. — Wanted, 





N 


Tuomas. Jony, 
Pet 


West. Gzoncr, 


a Re-engagemeot as 
Managing Clerk in a London Office; experience’ in 

all branches; unadmitted; unexce; 

Address, Lex, ur. Warner, 291, Ox’ 


ANAGING CLERK Wants Rosine 
ment; Chancery, Common Law, Bankruptcy ; first- 

class references; good costs draftem 

Journal” Office, 27. Chancery-lane, W.U. 


EASEHOLD Ground-rent of £67 par * 
anvum net for 42 years and reversion to rack-rents of 
£800 per annum at expiration for 7} years ; price £1,78 
Apply, Harman Bros. 25, Ironmonge 


OLICITORS, MORTGAGEES, and Oth 
—M. . Daves 40, Ladbroke-grove, London, is avans 
ith Cash to Purchase escription of 


every di 
perty, in state of repair or position in 
within 40 oy tetredusteen fees if arranged “eando 





nable references. — 
jord-serect, Ww. 





an —W., “ Solicitors’ 





ARTNERSHIP, or 
thereto, required by a 
1891), well versed in Con 
practical knowledge of other 


New Lenton, 
Nottingham 
Wituiass. Davin, Denbigh, Grocer Bangor Pet Dee 17 
Ord Jan 17 


Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
Woorros, Watrer Hexry, Nerth, Glam, Hairdresser 
Neath PetJan 1S Ori Janis 
Worstey. Jexsiz, Manchester High Court Pet Oct 3 


Ord Jan 17 care of 


veyaucing and having sound | 
branches; small connection 

— rw as to £2,000; principals only treated with.—F., 

H. Procter, Esq. ., Solicitor, 38, Bedford-row, W. Cc 





Clerkship with view 


" GJOLICETORS, Mortgagees, Trustees, 3, and 
Solicitor aged 32 (admitted 


Owners generally of Freehold or Leasehold Mg 
for Sale in Town or a can find an immediate 
| chaser by agen to ee = 
| an = gaa London, N. Condition as to repair im 
mat q 








INICOR PORATED 


LAW SOCIETY. 


CLASSES AND TUITION FOR ARTICLED CLERKS. 
TUTORS. 
J. Cantzr Hanzison, 30, Bedford-row, W.C.—Equity, retes, Common Law, and Bankruptcy. 


Lroxazp H. West, LL.D., Birkbeck Bank- chambers, Chancery-lane, W.C.— 


minal and Magisterial Law ; Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty ; and 


Ecclesiastical Law. Stephen’s Commentaries. 


Crasses for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on four 
s each week during the following periods: August to January ; 
January to June. 

These periods afford five months’ class preparatiou, and students are 
advised to subscribe for a full course otherwise the work must necessarily 
be burried. 

Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but it 
is recommended that they should avail themselves of both modes of in- 
struction. 

Subscribers to either Class or Postal instruction have the opportunity of 
consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview or 
by letter at any time. 

To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic | 
instruction with advice and help is given, and s course of preparation | 
through the post has _ devised, and is found to be useful where personal | 
tuition is impracticable 

Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's | 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the | 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instraction. 
ome pe can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 

of attendance, except that no fee shall be less than that for a three | 
months’ course. 

Rooms sre provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied | 
without extra charge. 

Pericdical teat examinations are held by the Tutors. 

‘The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society 
on three alternoons in each week during the following periods: August to 
Bovember ; Uctober to January ; January to April ; ch to June. 

bubecsibers 1 subscribe for successive classes. 





(me guines, on snutieation $0 the Tater, Dr. West. 

In the case of steudeats who have not passed the Intermediate Examination | 
the Postal instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the 
selected portions of Mephen's Commentaries. 

Vor those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is 


afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity, 
Souverenaing, Common Law, kruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Law, 

Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law: 

These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. j 

ese courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend 
that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
fatto, and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination hes 


passed. 

The results obtained have been satisfactory. Many pupils have obtained 
honours, and the percentage of passes is a high one, exceeding 85 per cenh 
of between three and four hundred pupils who last presented themselves for 
examination. It has happened on several occasions that all Olass pupil 
have been successful, ‘nd the same has occurred in the case of subscribers 
the Correspondence Courses. 

TERMS. 


FINAL. 
| Class Instruction, Sueste... oo 
- ter previous Postal Instruction... 
ry months one 
ote Ras ggovtous Postal Instruction... 


mr previous Postal’ Instruction... * 
| Postal Instruction, * years... 
year ... 


& 


@20 


een 70 


PQ®WAT BOAVIARQ10 


” 


“INTERMEDIATE. 
Clase Instruction, 6 months 
after previous Postal Instruction... 
Ht previous Postal Instruction... 
| Pastas Instruction, 2 years... a ovo 
12 months 


ded 


” 
” 


” 
” 


PACPa-l 


ven or held ia connection 
‘al Education, wt pay 
rs of an Ina of Cou 


eat with the Council of ‘al 
will also be admitted to the viva 
Articled Chetke may ovtein particulars»f uch Lectures and Classes, and vouchers 
| Tickets, upon application to the Sxonerany of the Lacorporated Law Society. 
| Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made payable to tho Sscaar 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Bauouay & Oo,, Limitap.” 
Law Society’s Hall, Ohancery-lane. Juno, 1598, 





